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House of Representatives

The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BRAT).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 26, 2017.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DAVE BRAT

to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.
PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

————

DON'T PRIVATIZE AIR TRAFFIC
CONTROL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, a temporary extension of the abso-
lutely crucial Federal Aviation Admin-
istration—which runs our air traffic
control system in the United States of
America; the largest, most complex,
and safest system in the world—failed.
It actually will expire on October 1.
That means that the source of funding
for air traffic goes away and air traffic
controllers may be working without
salaries.

Now, why are we here?

We are here because the chairman of
the committee insists that we must
privatize the air traffic control of the
United States, the largest, most com-
plex, safest, most advanced system in
the world, to make it even better. Un-
fortunately, he does not enjoy support
adequate to get this bill through. He
delayed the bill in the last Congress be-
cause he didn’t have the votes, and the
bill has been delayed multiple times in
this Congress. It has bipartisan opposi-
tion, and the Senate isn’t even think-
ing about this.

Now, why are we here?

Well, the airlines have this fake
group they call the Citizens for On
Time Flights. And they say we have to
fly old =zigzag patterns across the
United States with World War II radar.
Well, that would be really bad if it
were true. However, it is a lie.

In fact, we have direct routes, per-
formance-based navigation. Actually,
the government has built and deployed
a functional system where we can fly
every plane in America by GPS. But
the airlines haven’t wanted to make
the investment in their planes. So, ac-
tually, they are making a case against
themselves.

Why aren’t we using the system more
efficiently?

Because they have failed to purchase
the equipment to fly planes closer to-
gether. If every plane doesn’t have
GPS, we can’t fly them closer together
because the air traffic controllers
won’t know exactly where they are.

Now, they say: Well, if we get to run
the system, it will be more efficient. It
is ATC that is the problem.

Well, here is June: In June, actually,
airline operations, overscheduling,
crew dispatch, mechanicals, the host of
things that they have, caused 46 per-
cent of the delays.

And then they go on to say: Well,
this is horrible, these delays. It costs
Americans $20 billion a year.

If that is true, then the airlines are
costing American consumers $11.5 bil-
lion a year because they themselves
won’t clean up their acts.

Again, they go on about ATO. How
many times have their dispatch and
reservation systems crashed in the last
5 years?

Dozens of times, stranding millions
of people.

How many times has the entire ATC
in the United States of America gone
down?

Zero. Zero times.

So we should let them run it? They
will run it better, just like their com-
puter reservation and their dispatch
systems?

Come on. There is really just a very
simple agenda here. We finance the
current Air Traffic Organization with a
7.5 percent tax on every ticket—a pro-
gressive tax. The more expensive your
ticket, the more you pay. That pays for
about 75 percent of the system today.

The bill that the chairman wants to
push will repeal the ticket tax. Airlines
will raise prices 7.5 percent. So every-
body will still pay the same amount for
their tickets.

How do I know that?

Because this tax temporarily lapsed 5
years ago and every airline in America,
except for Spirit and Alaska, imme-
diately raised ticket prices 7.5 percent.

So then how are we going to pay for
the system?

Well, actually, they are going to im-
pose a new head tax. That is right. You
get on the plane and you will pay a new
head tax to use the airspace of the
United States of America.

Now, that, of course, is a flat fee. So
if you have a $100 ticket, 25 percent
tax, $25 to sit in that seat. If you have
a $3,000 ticket, well, you are going to
pay a tiny fraction. It won’t bother you
very much at all. So we are going to go
from a fair, progressive tax that fi-
nances the system to a flat head tax.
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The airlines get a $10 billion windfall.
And guess what. Your elected Rep-
resentative will have nothing to say
about it. The people on the Ways and
Means Committee, the Republicans
here, have decided that the airlines
will have a vote on the new user fee.
Yes, they will. They have a designated
seat on the board of the new private
corporation, so they will vote on the
user fee. Your elected Representative
does not have a vote, does not have re-
view capability. It is entirely removed
from the jurisdiction of the United
States Congress. This is absolutely
outrageous.

I mean, a campaign based on lies. We
have a report from the Government Ac-
countability Office saying, in fact, if
we privatize, it will delay things in
terms of implementing the new system
and make it more expensive.

I happen to have the draft report. It
was censored by political people in the
Bush administration. So the final re-
port just kind of waters down those
conclusions. But they are still in there,
and I am happy to make the draft re-
port available to anybody who wants to
know honestly what is going on around
here. This place is not straight up.

REAUTHORIZE THE MATERNAL,
INFANT, AND EARLY CHILDHOOD
HOME VISITING PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of
reauthorizing the Maternal, Infant, and
Early Childhood Home Visiting Pro-
gram, known as MIECHV, which the
House is expected to consider later
today.

Proudly, the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania was one of the earliest adopt-
ers of evidence-based State policies and
has utilized MIECHV to aid more than
4,000 families statewide. MIECHV-sup-
ported home visiting programs are
widely embraced on both sides of the
aisle. The programs have a proven
record of success, and they support the
Nation’s most vulnerable families dur-
ing a critical and crucial time in their
children’s development.

Parents truly are the children’s first
teachers, and the results speak for
themselves. MIECHV helps improve
maternal and newborn health. It re-
duces child injuries, abuse, and neglect.
It improves school readiness and
achievement. It reduces crime and do-
mestic violence. It improves family
economic self-sufficiency.

Mr. Speaker, during the home vis-
iting process, nurses, social workers,
educators, and other trained profes-
sionals form relationships with the ex-
pectant parents and visit with them
until their child has completed his or
her first year of school. This model of
care empowers parents to make
healthy decisions that positively im-
pact their child’s health, well-being,
and learning development.
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In Pennsylvania, MIECHV’s funds
support four evidence-based home vis-
iting models. These include Early Head
Start, Healthy Families America,
Nurse-Family Partnership, and Parents
as Teachers. MIECHV funding plays a
critical role in helping increase the
availability of these services to more
and more families across the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania.

Scientific research has supported
claims that these services positively
impact health, education, and employ-
ment outcomes for children while re-
ducing criminal justice costs, instances
of child abuse, and independence on
public assistance.

These services can also play a key
role in helping to support infants and
mothers struggling with addiction.
Pennsylvania has a long history of evi-
dence-based home visiting programs
because they are a proven way to
strengthen families and improve the
lives of children.

For these reasons, I look forward to
supporting H.R. 2824, the Increasing
Opportunity and Success for Children
and Parents through Evidence-Based
Home Visiting Act, when it comes to
the House floor this afternoon.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
do the same.

——
ADMINISTRATION NEEDS TO
FOCUS ON COUNTRY'S REAL
ISSUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. POCAN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, our Nation
has a lot of issues on its plate. We have
to stabilize healthcare. We need an in-
frastructure plan that creates millions
of good-paying jobs. We need to deal
with the hurricanes and the aftermath
not just in Texas and Florida, but also
in Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands.
We have a huge problem with North
Korea and nuclear weapons, and that is
just for starters.

So what did President Trump spend
his weekend doing? Fixing healthcare
for tens of millions of people?

No.

Lobbying for a robust job-creating
infrastructure plan?

No.

Sending aid to Puerto Rico?

Not that either.

De-escalate the situation in North
Korea?

Well, actually, quite the opposite.
No. President Trump spent his week-
end doing one of his favorite things: at-
tacking Americans and various groups
on his favorite medium: Twitter.

His most recent attack: NFL players
who use their constitutional right to
freedom of speech to protest.

But they are not the only ones and
the only group being attacked. Back in
July, The New York Times found that
President Trump was on track to in-
sult 650 people, places, and things on
Twitter by the end of his first term.
Well, 2 months later, he is certainly
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still at it. Instead of attacking our Na-
tion’s problems, he is attacking us.

Let’s take a quick look at some of
the people and groups he has attacked
both as a candidate and President. On
this board we have just a handful of the
people, places, and things President
Trump has insulted, and if we were
going to list them all, we would prob-
ably have to have dozens of poster
boards.

Here is a sampling: JOHN MCCAIN and
JEFF FLAKE; Barack Obama; Hillary
Clinton, even though the election hap-
pened a year ago; the media from The
“failing”” New York Times and the
Amazon Washington Post to individual
reporters like Katy Tur and Mika
Brzezinski; ObamaCare; Hamilton, the
Broadway musical; Jeff Sessions, his
own Attorney General; the Emmys;
Nordstrom; the Russian investigation;
Rosie O’Donnell; the Paris climate
agreement; Meryl Streep; Mexicans;
protesters; fake mnews; John Oliver;
Mark Cuban; Snoop Dogg; and this
weekend, the NFL and its players.

The list goes on and on. Well, it is ac-
tually easier to name the people and
things that President Trump has not
attacked than all of the ones that he
has. So I came up with a very small list
of people or groups that he has not at-
tacked after several extensive Google
searches.

First, I don’t think the President has
attacked the barbershop quartet sing-
ing organization: the Society for the
Preservation and Encouragement of
Barber Shop Quartet Singing, also
known as SPEBSQSA. To the best of
my knowledge, he has never attacked
them, so maybe he is a fan of barber-
shop crooners.

Although it is fairly recent, pumpkin
spice lattes. I know they just came out.
It is a sign of fall, but so far there is no
Twitter traffic from Trump attacking
these tasty treats.

Finally, these very fine people Presi-
dent Trump hasn’t attacked nearly
enough: the Klan, neo-Nazis, and other
White supremacists.

Instead of being the attacker in
chief, President Trump is supposed to
unify the Nation, but all he does is di-
vide us. His job is to work for the
American people, to deliver on the
promises and actually help Americans.

Here are the issues we need help
with: stabilize the Affordable Care Act
to ensure tens of millions of people
keep their coverage, and don’t just sab-
otage the marketplace.

We need good-paying jobs and better
wages for the American people. We
need a job and infrastructure plan like
the President promised, but we have
yet to see.

We need trade agreements that work
for American workers. Again, another
promise we have had with no tangible
results.

And we need aid for Puerto Rico and
the Virgin Islands after last week’s
devastating hurricanes, much of what
has yet to materialize.

Mr. President, while you are so busy
tweeting about the NFL, you attack a
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Black man for nonviolence more se-
verely than White supremacists for vio-
lence.

Look, taking a knee may have start-
ed as a protest about racial inequality,
about behavior by some in law enforce-
ment discriminating against others in
this country, but unarmed people of
color are being killed simply for the
color of their skin.

I think today taking a knee is be-
coming a broader sign of patriotism
and respect for our country, for a coun-
try that can be even greater for every
one of its citizens. It respects the lives
lost for those in this country to fight
for its ideals, which include nonviolent
protests. It is a sign of love of country,
a country with a promise that has to be
for everyone regardless of the color of
their skin.

I join so many now in the NFL and
elsewhere in taking a knee for the
America that we all aspire it to be.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President and to direct their remarks
to the Chair.

——
O 1015

APPLAUDING PRESIDENT TRUMP
FOR HIS COMMENTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to applaud Presi-
dent Trump for his comments last
week which criticized the few NFL
players who have chosen to kneel in
protest during our national anthem.
The President is right to publicly ob-
ject to this disrespect to our flag and
Nation. While we can disagree on poli-
tics and policies, we should not deni-
grate our flag and our national an-
them.

I must mention that most NFL play-
ers stood in respect for the flag. It is
just a few who didn’t, who gave them a
bad name and the sport a bad name.

In response to President Trump’s
criticism, NFL Commissioner Roger
Goodell called the President’s remarks
divisive. I would respond to Mr. Good-
ell that it is you and your players who
disrespect our flag and our national an-
them who are being divisive. The Presi-
dent defending our flag is not divisive.

My father and thousands of other
Americans fought under our flag in the
jungles of Vietnam. Young men and
women have died recently in service to
our flag in Iraq and Afghanistan. In my
house, we honored our flag not only be-
cause of my father’s service, but be-
cause of the deep sense of patriotism
my parents instilled in me.

My mother, Lala Suarez Mooney, was
born and raised in Fidel Castro’s Cuba,
where she and other members of her
family were thrown into jail for oppos-
ing Castro’s Communist regime. When
she was 20, my mother escaped Cuba
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and fled to America with barely a
penny to her name. My mom and mil-
lions of other immigrants leave the
flags of these other countries—brutal
dictatorships, Communist regimes, and
other oppressive regimes—to come to
America to live under our flag.

All Americans, whether you came as
an immigrant or you were born here,
you stay to live under this flag. If you
don’t like it, you don’t have to stay.
You can go. No one is making you stay.
We love this flag.

Listening to my parents’ inspiring
stories, I knew from a young age that
I absolutely believed in the American
ideals of liberty as set forth by our
Founding Fathers. It is with this same
sense of honor and patriotism that I
support President Trump in calling for
all NFL players to honor our flag and
remember what has made our country
great.

For a few hours many Sundays, I usu-
ally enjoy time with our son watching
our favorite football teams battle on
the gridiron. We root for different
teams. As a nation, we forget about our
political and other differences and
come together to enjoy the sport of
football. By these few players wrongly
deciding to turn the game into a polit-
ical statement, we lose that moment of
national unity and respect for our
country.

Sports have always been a unifying
factor and a chance for the Nation to
come together. NFL Commissioner
Roger Goodell, owners, coaches, and a
few players are showing a lack of re-
spect for our Nation and her military
who gives them the freedom to play
football. As the men and women of our
armed services face challenges at home
or abroad, we should put our dif-
ferences aside and unite around our
flag as a beacon of hope and under-
standing. I certainly respect anyone’s
right to protest peacefully and the
right of an NFL team owner to dis-
cipline disorderly conduct or rude be-
havior.

Sadly, three NFL teams did not even
leave the locker room to hear the play-
ing of our national anthem. Just one
person on those three teams, Pitts-
burgh Steeler Alejandro Villanueva,
came out of the tunnel of the locker
room. You can see other people stand-
ing back there in the tunnel. He came
out of the tunnel of the locker room to
honor our country.

Villanueva is a West Point graduate,
former Army Ranger, and Bronze Star
recipient. He knows the value of our
flag. Sadly, instead of receiving the
praise he deserved, many in the media
attacked him. Even his coach, Mike
Tomlin, said that when Alejandro
Villanueva came out of that tunnel, he
was ‘‘not respectful of our football
team.”

Not respectful of the team? Really,
Coach? How about respect for the flag?
How about our country which soldiers
die for and the flag that allows you to
play that football game? Unbelievable.

I hope all the young people out there
look at Alejandro Villanueva as a bea-
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con of honor and duty to his country
above himself.

Professional athletes in this Nation,
whether they like it or not, are an ex-
ample for our young people. They
should stop injecting anti-American
politics into sports.

I applaud, again, President Trump for
standing up for our flag and our na-
tional anthem. All NFL athletes should
stand together and do the same.

——
PRIORITIZING PUERTO RICO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tllinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. No, Mr. President,
Puerto Rico is not doing well. We don’t
need to be reminded of the debt. We
should remind ourselves of our respon-
sibility to the 3.4 million people of the
island nation of Puerto Rico. They are
suffering greatly. Mr. Speaker, the peo-
ple of Puerto Rico need our immediate
and sustained help.

We all know that flooding, destruc-
tion, and complete elimination of the
power grid for the whole island are
among the consequences of Hurricane
Maria, but this is no ordinary hurri-
cane, and it hit at no ordinary time.
Mr. Speaker, we need all hands on deck
to make sure rescuing Puerto Rico be-
comes our number one priority.

Immediate needs must be met—fresh
water, food, medicine, shelter, and
fuel—but we need sustained investment
and cooperation with the island’s gov-
ernment and its people to make Puerto
Rico livable again. Like a lot of Ameri-
cans, I have watched with increasing
horror and panic as the Governor of
Puerto Rico, the mayor of San Juan,
and ordinary Puerto Ricans have plead-
ed for more help.

The work of first responders and our
military has been heroic, but the island
needs more. One-third of the doctors—
over 5,000—have left the island of Puer-
to Rico in the last 10 years. Hospitals
have no doctors in some cases. Nurses,
fuel, and medicine are running out at
the hospitals that remain open. This is
a public health crisis and should be de-
clared a health emergency by the Fed-
eral Government.

Puerto Rico has been in an economic
crisis for years. Five thousand people
flee Puerto Rico every month—before
two hurricanes hit—leaving behind
many old, many young, the very poor,
the very sick, and the very vulnerable.
There is no food in supermarkets.

We need an airlift. We need an effort
the scale of Dunkirk. We know the U.S.
is capable. We can invade foreign coun-
tries with hundreds of thousands of
troops, flawless communications, food,
and security. We need the same effort
now. We need the Federal Government
to go all in to rescue Puerto Rico from
a humanitarian crisis which is devel-
oping.

Welcome other nations if they want
to help, Mr. President, like Cuba, that
has offered doctors and other emer-
gency assistance. But what I fear is
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that the Federal Government is not
stepping up as fully and as quickly as
we must.

I remember, in this body, when the
legislation to take over the Puerto
Rican government and put in place a
junta or control board was working its
way through Congress—the PROMESA
bill. What was the main selling point
for the bill? Vote for PROMESA be-
cause it will not cost us a penny. So
that is where this Congress and the
Federal Government start from: not
wanting to spend what needs to be
spent or do what needs to be done.

We need to waive cost sharing that
could charge—would charge—Puerto
Rico for a percentage of the relief and
rescue help they are receiving today.
Puerto Rico is broke, and they cannot
borrow because the government—our
Federal Government—has said it can-
not. This Congress has said it cannot.
So they can’t set their own budget and
spending priorities, which have all been
taken away from them.

So the U.S. Government should start
by waiving those cost-sharing require-
ments and suspend the Jones Act per-
manently or for a substantial period—
at least a decade—to help in the recov-
ery. Since it was imposed on Puerto
Rico, the Jones Act has cost the Puerto
Rican consumers more than all the
money owed to Wall Street and the
debt, yet the President reminds us of
the debt.

Let the ships flow as quickly and as
cheaply from wherever they may come
because this is an emergency. Let’s be
clear: with or without hurricanes, the
electrical grid, the roads, ports, public
safety, and public health system are
close to collapsing. So this emergency
can not just be treated by Congress,
the President, FEMA, and other agen-
cies as just another storm.

Mr. Speaker, I have asked the Speak-
er of the House and the Democratic
leader to form a delegation and send
Members to Puerto Rico so they can
see for themselves how dire things are.
I am leaving on Friday to go there, and
I am hoping other Members will join
me. I have family who needs help, so I
am headed there to do what I can do.
But, most importantly, I am com-
mitted to shining a spotlight on the
people of Puerto Rico so that they are
neither out of sight nor out of our
minds. We need to make them the pri-
ority in this moment of great need and
in this moment of national disaster.

———

MAKING CLEAN WATER A TOP
PRIORITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. EMMER) for 56 minutes.

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the city of St. Cloud
for taking care of our community’s
drinking water.

St. Cloud’s safe drinking water comes
from the mighty Mississippi, and its
pure form is thanks to projects like the
Northwest Regional Treatment Sys-
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tem, the Northeast Sump Manholes, as
well as the Northeast St. Cloud Water
Quality Project, the city’s newest
water purifying project. To put the ef-
fectiveness of these projects in perspec-
tive, the Northeast St. Cloud Water
Quality Project stops 10,200 pounds of
sediment and 20 pounds of phosphorus
from entering the Mississippi every
year.

Because of the commitment to the
health and safety of the city’s water
supply, last month St. Cloud was
awarded the Source Water Protection
Award. It is an honor to represent a
city that takes the health of its citi-
zens so seriously. Congratulations to
the city of St. Cloud and everyone re-
sponsible for the city’s water supply.

A NATIONAL AWARD FOR A LOCAL BUS DRIVER

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate St. Cloud Metro
Bus driver Todd DeZurik for his first
place finish at the 2017 National Com-
munity Transit Roadeo, which was re-
cently held in Detroit, Michigan. This
competition gives drivers from all over
the Nation the chance to take part in
a little healthy competition and ex-
hibit their talent by driving through a
timed obstacle course that imitates
real-life situations and difficult sce-
narios that can occur on the road.

Todd has participated in this com-
petition before, taking third place last
yvear and second place in 2012. This year
was Todd’s year, as he took first place
against 82 other drivers.

Congratulations, Todd. I am glad to
know we have skilled drivers like you
on our roads safely transporting the
members of our community. Keep up
the great work.

A MINNESOTA SOLDIER, RETURNING HOME

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize one of Minnesota’s
finest military families who fought
during our Nation’s darkest hour. I
would especially like to remember one
family member who made the ultimate
sacrifice and who, after more than a
half century, will finally be returned
and laid to rest in his beloved home
State.

Quentin, Earl, and Harold Gifford all
bravely served our Nation during World
War II. While Earl and Harold made it
home safely, Quentin, who served on
the USS Oklahoma, died in the attack
on Pearl Harbor.

For 75 years, Quentin remained in
the National Memorial Cemetery of the
Pacific, until this year, when his re-
mains were finally identified. The iden-
tification of Quentin has brought relief
and closure to his family, who never
forgot the brother they lost. The Gif-
fords are happy to have the chance to
give Quentin the memorial he deserves.

Mr. Speaker, I speak for all Minneso-
tans when I say we are happy to finally
welcome home a hero like Quentin.

2017 MINNESOTA FARM FAMILIES

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the hardworking
folks from my district who have been
selected as this year’s Minnesota Farm
Families.
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The Minnesota Farm Families pro-
gram is a longstanding tradition in our
State, having taken place for the past
30 years. This program honors the fam-
ilies who have dedicated their lives to
agriculture. They are chosen because of
their exceptional contribution to ad-
vance Minnesota’s agriculture indus-
try.

This year, five families from my dis-
trict were selected for their agricul-
tural contributions to our State. They
include Jim and Sally Myers from
Anoka County, Rick and Marlene
Schlichting from Benton County, Curt
and Joni Hedtke from Carver County,
the Bahnemann Family Stock Farm in
Washington County, and the Kreitlow
and Ford family from Wright County.

Farming is not just a profession for
these families, it is a way of life. Their
hard work and the hard work of fami-
lies like them make agriculture one of
the primary drivers of Minnesota’s
economy.

Congratulations to the 2017 Min-
nesota Farm Families. Thank you so
much for everything you do.

————
[ 1030

DEFEND, DENOUNCE, AND
ANNOUNCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today and stand at the po-
dium designated for Republicans, but I
rise not as a Democrat or a Republican.
I rise today, Mr. Speaker, not as a Lib-
eral or a Conservative.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today as a proud
American: a person who believes in his
country, who salutes the flag, says the
Pledge of Allegiance, and sings the na-
tional anthem.

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to make
comments that I never thought I would
have to make in the well of the House
of Congress. I rise today to defend, de-
nounce, and announce.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to defend any
mother who has been called a dog be-
cause her son engaged in peaceful pro-
test. I rise, Mr. Speaker.

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to defend
any son who is called the son of a dog
because he engaged in peaceful protest.
I rise, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to denounce these
comments that have been made be-
cause they have brought discourse to a
new low. Mr. Speaker, this is a level of
indecency that is unbecoming of the
Presidency.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to say to the
world that this is not what America is
all about: calling people SOBs. We
know what a “B’’ is. It is a dog.

Mr. Speaker, I rise because my heart
tells me that I must do something.

Mr. Speaker, I denounce the com-
ments that were made, and I rise to an-
nounce that next week I will bring a
privileged resolution before the Con-
gress of the United States of America.
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I will stand here in the well of the Con-
gress, and I will call for the impeach-
ment of the President of the United
States of America.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

———————

ESCALATING THREAT FROM
NORTH KOREA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. COMER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak about an issue that my
constituents in the First District of
Kentucky are following closely: the es-
calating threat from North Korea.

The world has watched as the North
Korean dictator, Kim Jong-un, has
built up his country’s nuclear weapons
and ballistic missiles programs over
the past several years.

Just this month, North Korea con-
ducted its sixth nuclear test—the larg-
est one yet. This followed a series of
missile tests that led U.S. intelligence
analysts to conclude that the Kim re-
gime is on the verge of developing a re-
liable intercontinental missile capable
of carrying a nuclear weapon, a feat
that officials previously did not expect
would be possible for several more
years.

Clearly, this rogue state is moving
full steam ahead toward its goal of be-
coming a nuclear power that cannot
only threaten our allies and territories
in the region, but also the American
mainland.

I have the utmost confidence in our
military leaders, and I trust Secretary
Mattis when he says that our existing
missile defense systems have what it
takes to keep our country safe from
the North Korean threat. The Amer-
ican people can feel safe and secure,
knowing that our military is pro-
tecting them and that their Represent-
atives in Congress, like myself, are
ready to provide whatever funding is
needed to support the development and
deployment of missile defense tech-
nology, both now and in the future.

That being said, it is simply unac-
ceptable to allow a leader like Kim
Jong-un, who shows no regard for
international norms or human rights,
to gain valuable leverage and deterrent
capability as a nuclear-armed state.

I was encouraged to hear our Com-
mander in Chief speak out forcefully
against the ‘‘forces of destruction”
that are gathering power in our world
in his address to the United Nations
last week. President Trump has made
it clear to North Korea that
denuclearization is the only path for-
ward, and he has successfully mobilized
the international community to im-
pose strong sanctions that will help de-
prive the Kim regime of the resources
it needs to continue its rush to nuclear
weapons.

This is a critical step forward, but
make no mistake: the nuclear advance-
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ments that North Korea has been al-
lowed to achieve in recent years pose a
very serious threat to our Nation, our
allies, and the international commu-
nity overall. That is why we must
stand firm now and be prepared to do
whatever is necessary to protect our
national security and that of our allies,
including military action.

I am proud that Congress is doing its
part to support the Trump administra-
tion’s efforts to counter the North Ko-
rean threat, including passing sanc-
tions legislation that was enacted into
law in August; and the North Korean
Human Rights Reauthorization Act,
which passed the House yesterday.

We must continue to stand united,
both as a country and with our inter-
national partners, to send a clear mes-
sage to North Korea that its hostile be-
havior must end and that it must never
be allowed to threaten the world with
nuclear weapons.

——
EVERY PERSON COUNTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY) for 5
minutes.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, in this
country, we do not retreat. We may
stumble and we may struggle, but we
press on. Time and again, our greatest
challenges have delivered our crowning
achievements: the New Deal, the 19th
Amendment, the GI Bill, the Civil
Rights Act, and marriage equality.

The tougher the moment, the more
we demand of ourselves; the bigger and
bolder we demand to dream for a fairer,
more just nation, for an America where
every person counts, where every voice
matters, where we are all treated with
a decency and a dignity that we de-
serve, where every American family
has access to quality, affordable, acces-
sible healthcare.

Right now, this week, we must fight
harder than before to say: Not this bill,
not this time. Not this cop-out, not
this retreat, not this white flag.

The latest version of TrumpCare is
an admission that the wealthiest Na-
tion on Earth will not, by choice, care
for all its citizens; that a child in
Texas or Massachusetts with pediatric
cancer deserves treatment, but not
both; that a grandmother in Maine or
Oklahoma deserves long-term care, but
not both; that a young man in Georgia
or West Virginia suffering from sub-
stance use disorder can be treated, but
not both.

This version of TrumpCare, worse
than those before it, pits State against
State, American against American.

It is up to every single one of us here
today to say: Not this—not in my coun-
try, not on our watch. In our Nation,
every person counts.

————
HONORING LEWIS DONELSON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. KUSTOFF) for 5 minutes.
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Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor a very
good friend of mine, Lewis Donelson of
Memphis, Tennessee.

This October, ‘“‘Lewie,” as most call
him, is turning 100 years old, and I can-
not be more proud to celebrate with
him.

Lewie is a brilliant lawyer who has
practiced law for almost 70 years. He
founded one of our Nation’s largest law
firms with Senator Howard Baker, now
called Baker Donelson. But Lewie’s im-
pact extends far beyond his legal ac-
complishments.

Lewie was one of the founders of the
Shelby Republican Party, and he was
instrumental in building the party
throughout the entire State of Ten-
nessee. In 1968, Lewie helped establish
the very first Memphis City Council at
the height of the civil rights movement
and played a significant role in resolv-
ing the sanitation strike led by Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr. He led the
charge for peaceful integration and
legal equality in Memphis.

Lewie served as Tennessee’s commis-
sioner of finance for then-Governor
LAMAR ALEXANDER. He was chairman of
the Board of The Med in Memphis and
served on the board of St. Jude Chil-
dren’s Research Hospital, also in Mem-
phis. Amazingly, through all of this,
Lewie taught his Sunday school class
at Idlewild Presbyterian for more than
60 years.

Lewie is a visionary and a leader. He
is bold and not afraid to do the right
thing. Roberta and I are so glad to call
Lewie our friend, and we cannot wait
to celebrate his 100 remarkable years.

—————

HEALTHCARE ON THE CHOPPING
BLOCK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. RU1z) for 56 minutes.

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, the Graham-
Cassidy bill is the worst version of
TrumpCare yet.

By block granting healthcare, this
bill puts healthcare on the chopping
block. In order to make ends meet,
States will have to change their eligi-
bility criteria, meaning millions more
left uninsured. They will have to cut
certain benefits and expensive coverage
like perhaps cancer treatment or that
extra stay in the hospital. They will
have to reduce reimbursements for hos-
pitals, clinics, and doctors.

That is a big, disproportionate cut to
those healthcare providers, especially
in rural and underserved communities.
This means that millions more will be
uninsured and hardworking families
will be forced to pay more out of pock-
et for healthcare.

This also means that patients with
preexisting conditions will be priced
out of their healthcare and pay more
out of pocket for higher premiums and
higher deductibles. They will have to
pay for needed care that will no longer
be guaranteed coverage under essential
healthcare benefits. Furthermore,
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older Americans will be faced with pay-
ing higher premiums under the bill’s
age tax.

We cannot let this bill become law.
We cannot allow patients, families,
seniors, and those who have diabetes
and chronic illnesses like asthma,
COPD, or obesity to be left to fend for
themselves. That is not the America
that we know. That is not the values
that we share.

We don’t believe that healthcare is a
commodity only for those that can af-
ford it. Those who can’t afford
healthcare will have to fend for them-
selves, simply because they can’t afford
it. We believe that we all have a re-
sponsibility for health as a common
good, with a social responsibility to
make sure that our neighbors and our
communities are well, that our neigh-
bors’ kids are free from infections that
can spread to other kids. That is why
we have strong vaccination programs.

Health is, fundamentally, a human
right. The rest of the world sees it that
way, so why not America, the leaders
of our globe. We must and we can do
better.

To my Republican colleagues, I know
that passing a bill is important politi-
cally because you campaigned on this
for the past 8 years. I understand that
you have a lot of pressures from do-
nors. Just think about patients. Do the
right thing. Put politics aside.

Let’s heed the words of Senator
McCAIN. Let’s come back to regular
order. Let’s figure out what we can do
together to fix and improve on the Af-
fordable Care Act to bring down pre-
miums and bring down the cost of
healthcare and medicines and make
sure that we expand coverage to more
people and not take away coverage for
millions of people.

Let’s put people above partisanship.
Let’s put solutions above ideology.
Let’s do the right thing. Let’s come to-
gether and help pragmatically improve
healthcare for millions of Americans.

———

CONGRATULATING WAYNE
MARSHFIELD ON HIS RETIREMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. FAsO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. FASO. Mr. Speaker, today, I rise
to recognize the commitment and dedi-
cation of Wayne Marshfield, who just
recently retired after 50 years of hard
work with the Delaware County Elec-
tric Cooperative.

Over the course of his career, Wayne
has supported the Cooperative’s central
mission of providing reliable and af-
fordable energy services to families
throughout its entire service area.
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Wayne’s leadership and penchant for
innovation have significantly enhanced
the Cooperative’s operations in our up-
state communities. For example,
Wayne developed the service location
system, which greatly improved his
company’s service mapping, allowing
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us to greater respond to emergencies
and needs of the community. In addi-
tion, he implemented the smart meter
to modernize the area’s outage alerts.

We thank Wayne Marshfield for his
indispensable 50 years of service at the
Delaware County Electric Cooperative,
and also his 20 years-plus service as
Hamden’s town supervisor. Wayne has
always gone above and beyond to en-
sure affordable and reliable power to
our local homes and businesses.

Mr. Speaker, 1 salute Wayne
Marshfield.
NORTHERN COLUMBIA LIONS CLUB 70TH
ANNIVERSARY

Mr. FASO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to congratulate the Northern Columbia
Lions Club, which will soon celebrate
its 70th anniversary on September 30 of
this year.

Based in Valatie, New York, this
Lions Club International post has a
long history of extending a helping
hand to neighbors in need. Its members
practice charitable leadership, living
out the Lions Club motto: ‘“Where
there’s a need, there’s a Lion.”

This year alone, the Northern Colum-
bia Lions Club has hosted vision
screening tests for preschoolers, held a
successful eyeglass drive for people in
underdeveloped countries, refurbished
benches in Chatham’s Callan Memorial
Park, and awarded scholarships to
local college-bound students.

I thank our past and present mem-
bers of the Northern Columbia Lions
Club for their 70 years of dedication to
a better Columbia County and a better
world.

KNEELING IN RECOGNITION OF
THE GLORY OF OUR NATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker,
last evening, I took to kneeling on this
floor in recognition, first of all, of the
glory of this Nation, the pride that I
have in representing the Nation in far-
away places as a Member of Congress,
and visiting heads of states, and vis-
iting with the people of other countries
who have such an admiration for the
purity of our freedom.

I also take great pride in Texas being
a State that is home to any number of
military bases and reservists and Ac-
tive Duty and veterans. We interact all
the time. Our military liaison in my of-
fice is a veteran of the Iraq and Afghan
wars.

There is no lacking in sense of pride,
and not one of us remembers missing
the national anthem and the Pledge of
Allegiance as children growing up in
our daily activities as we went to
school. But I also have come to under-
stand what those symbols mean. They
are not just cloth or music. They, in
fact, represent ideals and values, and
many people interpret them in dif-
ferent ways.

I abhor spitting or burning or de-
stroying of the flag. I have not done
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any of those. Colin Kaepernick’s kneel-
ing in the early months past was no
disrespect of his love of this country,
but a recognition that people were
hurting and people were losing their
lives, and we needed to reform systems
of justice to be able to respond to the
grieving mothers who lost children, in
many instances—I would say all the in-
stances—that we can recall of the re-
cent 2 years, unnecessarily.

It did not mean that we did not have,
again, the greatest respect for our men
and women in blue. I will take no back-
seat to my honoring them, fighting for
them, working alongside them during
Hurricane Harvey, thanking them for
the first responders and enormous
work they did, working alongside them
as we rescued a group of individuals in
a church who have fled for their lives
during Hurricane Harvey.

We must understand each other as
people, and it is unfortunate that the
Commander in Chief has taken to a dis-
traction that wants to peel away our
unity and report in the news: They like
it, don’t they? He is really, working for
his base.

I don’t know anything about a base.
I know about Americans. I see them all
the time, and they don’t look like me.
They disagree with me. They have dif-
ferent opinions. I still respect that
opinion, but I do believe that we can
all come together.

That knee was in respect of Colin and
the young men who have now success-
fully taken to their knees, and the
owners. Yes, I know that what they
have done does not feed people; does
not work on your retirement; does not
get us something better than the Gra-
ham-Cassidy bill, which will destroy
and undermine healthcare for millions
of Americans, those with preexisting
diseases, those who suffer from the
lack of income, and those who need
good healthcare—the very promise that
was made by the President and all of us
as Members of Congress that there
should be some structure.

There is no structure in the Graham-
Cassidy bill. All it does is throw it over
to the State and say: If you don’t have
the money, forget about it. Don’t
worry about them. Take the money
and give tax cuts to the rich.

That is not the American way.

I rise today to say that I remain on
bended knee in spirit with all of those
young men. I look forward to working
with the NFL and all the sports as we
explain that these young men are vital
parts of the community. Thank you to
J.J. Watt and the Texans and all of
those who have contributed.

HUMANITARIAN CRISIS IN PUERTO RICO

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker,
now, what is the most important mes-
sage?

My people are suffering—and my con-
stituents—still in Texas. They are suf-
fering in Florida. They are suffering
now extraordinarily in the U.S. Virgin
Islands and Puerto Rico.

Your eyes should burn and your
hearts should be struck by the absolute
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humanitarian crisis in Puerto Rico. As
I listened to my colleagues this morn-
ing as I was coming to this floor al-
ready on these issues, they pierced my
heart even more because Puerto Rico is
under water. The disease is rising. Peo-
ple with medicine are losing it because
they do not have refrigeration, yet the
idle talk and idle hands of the adminis-
tration are, in fact, not doing anything
sufficient enough to save those lives.

I, too, have people in my district who
are unhoused, but I am here because we
are unified, and we must be able to
speak about the whole of America. I
have been to Puerto Rico on a number
of issues. I know the leadership of the
former Congressperson, and I believe
that it is high time—if this is water
that Hurricane Harvey was, imagine
the disease of being hit by 155 miles per
hour. It is now time to put a military
czar in Puerto Rico.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Send the C-130s,
send the ships, help these people be res-
cued. This is a disgrace. I am talking
about foolishness. Be a leader and be
the Commander in Chief and stop all of
this.

When are we going to get the kind of
leader that is deserving of the Amer-
ican people?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I am sick and
tired of it. I want a President. I do not
want the person that fools around
while people are dying.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman is no longer recognized.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. * * *

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

————

REMOVE TAX-EXEMPT STATUS OF
PROFESSIONAL SPORTS LEAGUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. GAETZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, I cannot
believe what I just heard on this floor.

Kneeling as a sign of respect?

I don’t recall my Democratic col-
leagues kneeling when former Presi-
dent Obama would come to address this
body. They stood as a sign of respect.
That is what we do in this country, Re-
publicans and Democrats, for our flag,
for our anthem.

That is why I joined so many Ameri-
cans in anger and disgust when I saw
NFL players, multimillionaires, kneel-
ing during the national anthem, and it
is such an overgeneralized indictment.
If people have a problem with police
brutality or the criminal justice sys-
tem, there are venues for discussion,
even for protest that highlight and iso-
late those issues for an adult in a re-
sponsible discussion.

When people kneel during our na-
tional anthem, they don’t simply in-
dict the issue with which they take
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some particular grievance. They indict
our country, our servicemembers, our
first responders, our Founding Fathers,
and the principles that made this coun-
try great.

But, see, this freedom that we enjoy
also includes the freedom of speech,
the right of our citizens to express
themselves even when we find that ex-
pression offensive. It is a fundamental
constitutional right, yet nowhere in
the Constitution does it say that hard-
working Americans have to subsidize
or create special carve-outs and exemp-
tions for conduct that they find unpa-
triotic.

Unfortunately, today, the Tax Code
gives special breaks to sports leagues.
Some swamp creature of yesteryear
cleverly defined sports leagues as tax-
exempt trade organizations.

The public pays 70 percent of the cost
of NFL stadiums. Tax-exempt sports
leagues generate $2 billion in revenue,
yet the Tax Code gives them special
treatment, gives them a special break
that small businesses in my district
don’t get. That is unfair.

It is outrageous that we take money
away from hardworking Americans to
subsidize professional sports at all. The
return on investment is negative. I
have heard these arguments in my
home State of Florida: Oh, these sports
clubs create jobs and revenue and eco-
nomic activity.

Look, every economic analysis
showed that this is a negative return
on investment, a loser for taxpayers,
and corporate welfare at its worst.

The Internal Revenue Code must be
amended to remove the tax-exempt
status for professional sports leagues
permanently. I am glad that the NFL
voluntarily gave up their status, but
we should make this change permanent
and we should make it the law.

In the coming days and weeks, we
will be discussing tax relief to lift up
the middle class. I support whole-scale,
bold, conservative tax reform; but we
have an opportunity in this tax bill to
send an even more profound message:
In America, if you want to play sports,
you are free to do so. You are also free
to protest. You are welcome to do both,
but you should do it on your own time
and on your own dime.

————
DREAM ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. CosTA) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak about three issues that are
very important to my district and the
Nation.

First, I want to talk about the immi-
gration policy or the lack of an immi-
gration policy that we have in this
country; a, in essence, broken immi-
gration system.

For years I have been saying that we
need to fix it, and we need to do that in
a bipartisan way because it is the only
way we are going to be successful. I
supported bipartisan efforts in 2013, the
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legislation that came out of the Senate
by a vote of 68-13. Prior to that, I sup-
ported President Bush’s efforts and,
more recently, President Obama’s ef-
forts; but, unfortunately, we have not
been successful through these efforts.

That is why today I think we need to
be focusing on at least one segment
that would have been addressed if, in
fact, we fix this broken immigration
system. And that is those DREAMers,
those young people covered under the
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals
program that was initiated by Presi-
dent Obama that is now going to ex-
pire.

These people came here at the aver-
age age of 6 years. Most of them don’t
know the country they came from.
Most of them consider themselves, in
essence, Americans. They are going to
school. They are in our military serv-
ice. They are serving in many different
ways. They have jobs. They are part of
families in which some are here legally
and some are not. You are talking
about breaking up families.

Yesterday I signed a discharge peti-
tion to bring to the House floor the bi-
partisan, bicameral Dream Act, which
will permanently protect these
DREAMers by offering them a path to
earned citizenship, not amnesty.

I will continue to do everything in
my power to bring the Dream Act to
the House floor for a vote and to work
then, after that, for comprehensive im-
migration reform, which is what we
really need to do so that we don’t keep
up ending back here like a continued
broken record.

I want our DREAMers to know that
many of us in Washington and across
the Nation stand with them. The over-
whelming majority of Americans be-
lieve that we ought to fix this. And I
hope, before the end of this year, in a
bipartisan fashion, we will do just that.

CONGRATULATING SLOANE STEPHENS WINNING

U.S. OPEN IN TENNIS

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, about a
month ago, we had the United States
tennis championship, and I would be
remiss if I didn’t congratulate Sloane
Stephens on her winning the U.S. Open
in tennis earlier.

0 1100

Many of you may not realize, but she
came from the San Joaquin Valley,
from the area that I represent in Cali-
fornia, and we are proud of her. She
did, after all, start playing her tennis
in Fresno, where she lived until she
was 10 years old.

But her win makes many of us in
America proud, as she showed the
world a level of hard work, determina-
tion, and grit rarely seen on the tennis
court. Ms. Stephens had to fight her
way back to the court after a stress
fracture and surgery in January that
took her out of training and com-
pletely off of her feet and off of the ten-
nis court.

And then she came back—and, wow,
did she come back—to beat the world’s
best, including one of her heroines,
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Venus Williams, to become the Wom-
en’s Singles U.S. Open champion. We
are so proud of you.

I also want to thank Ms. Stephens for
all that she has done in the valley be-
cause she has never forgotten where
she came from, where her mother
raised her, contributing to the tennis
programs at Edison-Bethune Charter
Academy in Fresno, which introduces
young children to the sport of tennis,
and also to help expand tennis pro-
grams at other local elementary and
middle schools throughout the Fresno
County Office of Education. A real
shout-out for Sloane Stephens and the
incredible accomplishment at this
year’s United States tennis champion-
ship for the United States Open. Con-
gratulations.

CELEBRATING CALIFORNIA’S WINE INDUSTRY

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, lastly, I
would like to turn to something that
has been important not only in Cali-
fornia, but across the country and
around the world, and it also puts
smiles on people’s faces.

For over 250 years, California has
been producing the best wine, I think,
in the world. California is the fourth
largest producer of wine. This is, in
large part, due to a lot of hard work,
innovation, and craftsmanship of the
State’s 4,700 vintners and almost 6,000
growers. They make a difference every
day, and they do it not before its time.

Roughly 24 million people visit Cali-
fornia’s wine regions each year, mak-
ing our State the most visited State
for food- and wine-related activities.
We are, after all, the number one agri-
cultural State in the Nation, not only
in wine production, but half of the Na-
tion’s fruits and vegetables, number
one in citrus production, number one
in milk production, number one in al-
monds and pistachios, and the list goes
on and on and on.

So as we near the end of California
Wine Month this year, I would like to
take a moment to celebrate our vint-
ners, growers, farm workers—without
the farm workers, we couldn’t make
this wine possible—and all those who
contribute to this industry that pro-
vides healthy food as a part of a
healthy diet that we all deserve and
enjoy.

————
TERM LIMITS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH) for 5
minutes.

Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in support of legislation
that an overwhelming number of Amer-
icans—75 percent, in fact—not only
support but demand of this body. The
issue is term limits. The time is now.

It has become more and more trans-
parent to Hoosiers back home that this
city, and even sometimes this building,
no longer reflects the ideals, the mor-
als, and the values that they share in
their communities. The people de-
manded representation that truly rep-
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resents their interests. They are tired
of elected officials being seduced by the
trappings of their office, forgetting the
reason they were sent to this hallowed
Chamber. Ultimately, the American
people have seen that many Members
vote in consideration of sometimes in-
terests that are divergent from theirs
back home.

Since I first entered public life, I
have been a vocal proponent of term
limits. I believe that in order for this
body to truly serve the people back
home, the hardworking Hoosiers every
day trying to make ends meet, that
they need to be responsive to those
people, they need to listen to those
people, and, ultimately, they need to
relate to those people.

Yet, the American people are not the
only ones calling for term limits. As we
all can remember, President Trump
crisscrossed this great Nation, sharing
his vision on how he could make Amer-
ica great again. He agreed with the
chorus of American voices that were
calling for term limit legislation for
the United States Congress. I support
President Trump’s agenda in term lim-
its.

Mr. Speaker, I have heard the voices
of Hoosiers back home who desperately
wish to see this legislation passed, who
desperately want to see their Rep-
resentatives representing their inter-
ests and their values. That is why, as
one of my first actions as a Member of
this body, I wrote legislation that
would sponsor a constitutional amend-
ment levying term limits on Members
of Congress.

Additionally, I have cosponsored
every piece of term limits legislation
that reflects actual term limits that is
available in this body.

Furthermore, I so strongly believe in
this issue that I went door to door dur-
ing the course of my campaign handing
out term limits pledges that I would
sign personally at the over 15,000 doors
that I have knocked on during the
course of my elected official office. I
have continued to sign those term lim-
its, talking to each one about how we
can ensure that their interests and
their values are fully represented here.

Now, the positions that we hold here
in this Chamber are not bequeathed to
us by status, by lineage, or by heritage,
but, rather, the positions we hold—
every single one of us—are based on the
ideas that we presented to the Amer-
ican public and based on the values
that the American public said they
wanted represented.

I want to make sure that we continue
year in and year out to be responsive
to those ideas and to be responsive to
those values. Too frequently, I hear in
my district that they feel like Wash-
ington, D.C., has values that are incon-
sistent with theirs. That the toxic en-
vironment they sometimes believe that
exists in Washington, D.C., hasn’t got-
ten them the results that they have de-
manded election after election.

Now, I am an old business guy, a
manufacturing guy by trade, so I al-
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ways think about how the process of
creating policy could be better, not
just fixing the policies at the end of the
line, because no one would run a manu-
facturing business where you have a
process and then you just fix the widg-
ets at the end of the line. But, instead,
they would focus on how we manufac-
ture policy in a better way.

The American people and Hoosiers
back home have said how they think
we could manufacture policy in a bet-
ter way. They have said that they want
to see terms limits legislation passed
so that the manufacturers of policy
will reflect their values, will reflect
their concerns, and will reflect what
they live, breathe, and feel every single
day.

What I hear, when I go back home
and travel my district every single
weekend, is that Washington, D.C., has
become flooded with self-interests—
self-interests that drive the boat for-
ward instead of American interests
propelling us forward into better and
better policy.

I think the quickest way to correct
that failure here in D.C. is to consider
and pass term limits. When 74 percent
of Americans agree—that is not 74 per-
cent of one side of the aisle or 74 per-
cent of the other side of the aisle, but
that is 74 percent of Americans agree
on something—then I think in a de-
mocracy that something should get
done.

The Framers of our Constitution did
not intend for Members of this body to
remain seated for 20, 30, 40, or even 50
years, but rather they fundamentally
believe that government should be de-
signed, one of the people and for the
people, to experience regular turnover.
Ultimately, the greatness of this coun-
try has always rooted in the American
people themselves, and I want to get
more of those American people up here
serving in elected office.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 8 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BOST) at noon.

———

PRAYER

Reverend William Lynn Nash, Glad
Tidings Pentecostal Church, Mangham,
Louisiana, offered the following pray-
er:

Our eternal God, may divine direc-
tion be upon the Members of the peo-
ple’s House.

The psalmist pleaded for Thy saving
health among the nations. May the
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Representatives from Chicago to San
Francisco, from New York to New Orle-
ans, O God, be granted the wisdom of
Solomon and the strength of the great
apostle Paul.

May the anointing of Thy Holy Ghost
bless this body, from committee rooms
where compromise is made, to this
very floor, may grace and peace be-
come our banner.

Forgive us, O Lord, of backsliding.
Empty out our arrogance. Fill the
Members of Congress with the very
best of heavenly manna. Repair the
breach, and may the House of Adams,
Lincoln, and Rayburn become renewed
with the best fruits of labor.

Lead this House to the mountaintop
of victory today, so that 100 years from
this very day, it may be said: It was
good to have been here.

I pray in the name of Jesus.

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAVIS) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. DAVIS of California led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

WELCOMING REVEREND WILLIAM
LYNN NASH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. ABRAHAM) is recognized for
1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to introduce Brother Bill Nash, a
great friend who delivered the opening
prayer this morning, and what a prayer
it was.

Brother Nash’s wife founded Glad
Tidings Pentecostal Church near my
home in Mangham, Louisiana.
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In the 15 years since he founded his
church, Brother Nash has been active
in the community. He is the deputy
sheriff chaplain for Richland Sheriff’s
Department. He was named an hon-
orary chaplain of the Louisiana Legis-
lature in 2014.

Brother Nash is a true country evan-
gelist and has been delivering sermons
since he was 15 years old. Mr. Speaker,
we appreciate the opportunity for him
to offer the prayer this morning, and
we thank him for all he has done for
Louisiana.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-
quests for l-minute speeches on each
side of the aisle.

———
BOEING LEADERSHIP PROGRAM
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, this morning I was grateful to
join my fellow South Carolinian col-
leagues at the Boeing Leaders for the
Second Century program. This program
is dedicated to discussing leadership
capabilities and better understanding
public policy.

Boeing has brought thousands of jobs
to South Carolina, and we are grateful
that they call us home.

Additionally, I am thankful for the
inspiring leadership of Charleston Vice
President and General Manager Joan
Robinson-Berry; Chairman, President,
and CEO Dennis Muilenburg; Vice
Chairman Raymond Conner; Executive
Vice President Leanne Caret, as well as
all who have joined us this morning
from worldwide operations.

I appreciate Boeing suppliers cre-
ating jobs in the Second Congressional
District. This includes: Zeus, located in
Orangeburg and Aiken; Prysmian of
Lexington; Thermal Engineering of Co-
lumbia; and AGY of Aiken.

When I think Boeing, I think jobs,
and I look forward to continuing to
work to bring jobs to South Carolina.
Best wishes to the Boeing Company for
successfully creating more jobs in
South Carolina.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———

ENDING WAR OF WORDS WITH
NORTH KOREA

(Ms. LEE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
call for an end to the dangerous war of
words between President Trump and
North Korean officials.

Provoking Kim will not make us any
safer. It will only raise the tempera-
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ture on an already volatile situation.
As everyone in this Chamber knows, a
conflict on the Korean Peninsula would
be catastrophic.

Let me be clear: a war with North
Korea would put millions of lives at
risk, and the threat of nuclear weapons
only heightens tensions. Diplomacy is
the only answer. However, President
Trump’s rhetoric has destabilized us
over our process and stopped it before
it could even begin.

This administration needs to end the
name calling and saber rattling. Presi-
dent Trump must deescalate his rhet-
oric before it is too late. Direct talks
remain our best chance of resolving
this conflict peacefully.

We must also remind the President
that he does not possess the power to
declare war without congressional ap-
proval. It is up to Congress, not the
White House, to debate and vote on
military action.

Congress must immediately vote on
Representative LIEU’s no first use bill,
H.R. 669, to prevent the President from
unilaterally authorizing a nuclear
strike.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear to everyone
that there is no military solution to
this crisis.

HONORING ANGELA McQUEEN, A
TRUE HERO

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Angela McQueen, whose
actions saved the lives of Mattoon High
School students after a student gun-
man opened fire in the cafeteria. An-
gela tackled the student, eventually
disarming and holding the assailant on
the ground until police arrived.

Angela taught math and physical
education in Mattoon, Illinois, for over
a decade. She is an Illinois native and
graduated from Marshall High School,
where she was a standout high school
basketball player. She then attended
Eastern Illinois University, earning a
bachelor’s degree in mathematics and
physical education and her master’s in
education administration.

Angela became a teacher because she
wanted a platform to be able to make
the world a better place. She is highly
involved in the Mattoon community
and is a member of B.I.O.N.I.C., Believe
It Or Not I Care teacher’s program,
founded in 2014 and funded by the Ro-
tary Club. She is also part of the
school’s grief support research team.

I honor Angela McQueen’s dedication
to her students’ safety and her coura-
geous actions in the face of adversity.
If she had not selflessly acted, the situ-
ation could have been much worse.

Mr. Speaker, Angela McQueen is a
true hero and deserves nothing less
than our highest admiration.
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PUERTO RICO AND THE VIRGIN
ISLANDS ARE IN CRISIS

(Mr. SOTO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, first, to the
President: Puerto Rico and the Virgin
Islands are in crisis. People are dying,
and the time for action is now.

Send our ships. Send our planes. Send
our soldiers and our personnel over. We
need water and food and medicine.
These are Americans, and we can’t
turn our backs on them.

To Mr. Speaker: We need a FEMA
supplemental package without delay,
and include not only Texas and Flor-
ida, but the Virgin Islands and Puerto
Rico with the same funding per capita
as the States. They need resources just
like our great State of Florida.

To the Governors in many States
from whom folks from Puerto Rico and
the Virgin Islands will seek refuge in
the meantime: Be prepared—your
schools, your hospitals, shelters. Fami-
lies in these areas, open your homes to
our friends and to your neighbors.

The United States Government must
act with urgency beginning today.

————

PRESIDENT TAKES NEW
DIRECTION

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
the President is doing what he was
elected to do—call it shaking up the
system, putting the brakes on the bu-
reaucracy, or creative deconstruction.

Our country simply cannot continue
on the same course: where the govern-
ment increases the debt by hundreds of
billions of dollars every year; where
hundreds of thousands of illegal immi-
grants cross our border annually, in-
sulting those who play by the rules and
wait their turn in line; where political
correctness limits freedom of speech,
especially for conservatives.

The liberal media is trying to shut
down this Presidency because they op-
pose everything President Trump is
trying to do. Mr. Speaker, in this great
conflict, the American people and our
democracy could be the casualties.

OPPOSE GRAHAM-CASSIDY

(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of the mil-
lions of Americans whose health cov-
erage is once again being threatened by
efforts to repeal the Affordable Care
Act.

The American people have spoken.
They do not want repeal. They cer-
tainly do not want the ACA replaced
by Graham-Cassidy, the latest, cruelest
version of TrumpCare.
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Nearly every health organization in
America, from the insurance providers
to doctors, to hospitals, to patient ad-
vocacy groups, oppose Graham-Cassidy
because it will result in skyrocketing
premiums and copays and loss of cov-
erage for millions of Americans, par-
ticularly older Americans who need the
care most.

It is time to abandon the rhetoric of
repeal and replace and to work to-
gether to stabilize our healthcare mar-
kets. Senators MURRAY and ALEXANDER
were working together on a bipartisan
bill to fix the ACA before the Repub-
lican majority abandoned their efforts
for Graham-Cassidy.

Mr. Speaker, I hope we return to bi-
partisan efforts as soon as possible to
stabilize markets and improve access
to healthcare for all Americans.

——————

PREPARE FOR FUTURE NATURAL
DISASTERS

(Mr. BILIRAKIS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to thank the first responders and
utility workers, the linemen who have
been vital in helping prepare for and
recover from Hurricanes Harvey, Irma,
and Maria.

The road to full recovery will be a
long one for many of us, our neighbors
as well, who experienced catastrophic
losses, and we must continue to sup-
port those in need.

I encourage my constituents to visit
my Facebook page to learn more about
FEMA resources. I also believe now is
the time to encourage all Americans to
be properly prepared for future natural
disasters.

I have introduced the SHELTER Act,
which would provide individuals and
businesses with a tax credit for 25 per-
cent of qualified hurricane and tornado
mitigation property expenditures. It is
$5,000 a year. So again, this tax credit,
this bill will incentivize Americans to
take action now in preparation for fu-
ture disasters.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage.

————
HELP THE DREAMERS

(Mr. AGUILAR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, last
week, when I was home in my district,
I hosted an event called DREAMers De-
mand Answers. It was an opportunity
for DREAMers in my community to
come and have a conversation with me
in the wake of the President’s decision
to rescind DACA, to let me know what
questions and concerns they had so
that I could come back here and pass
those concerns along to my colleagues
here in Congress.

Of all the questions, one really stood
out to me: Can you help us? I was espe-
cially struck by this question because
the answer is yes. Yes, I can help them;
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and, yes, we in this body can help
them.

By passing the bipartisan Dream Act,
we can help these young people. We
help them stay in their homes. We can
help them keep their jobs. We can help
them keep their families together. This
is not a hard question to answer.

These are young people who grew up
here that are as American as any one
of us in this room, and they aren’t ask-
ing for much. Mr. Speaker, I am on the
floor today to ask my colleagues on the
other side: Please help them. Join me
in supporting the bipartisan Dream
Act.
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HIGHLIGHTING EFFECTIVE
FOREST MANAGEMENT

(Mr. GIANFORTE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, imag-
ine if the entire State of Delaware
burned. That is the scope of what has
burned in Montana this year—1.25 mil-
lion acres of our beautiful State.

I have been on the ground at five
fires this summer and I have seen first-
hand the result of failing to manage
our forests—over 1 million acres have
burned, livelihoods threatened, wildlife
habitats destroyed, and dangerous air
quality in our communities.

I have also seen effective forest man-
agement. Last week, I went into the
field with BLM officials to see a forest
they manage. When BLM treated a for-
est, an approaching fire dropped into
the underbrush and was quickly extin-
guished. All trees in the treated forest
lived, but trees in the untreated forest
died and it won’t recover in our life-
time.

We need to be proactive and start
managing our forests again. Well-man-
aged forests are healthier forests with
more wildlife, more hunting, more
good-paying jobs for Montanans, and,
importantly, our wildfires are less se-
vere.

On the heels of the catastrophic fires
this summer, now is the time to enact
real reform and start managing our
forests again.

———
PUERTO RICO RELIEF

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I received a heartfelt letter from a
constituent expressing her frustration
with the dire crisis in Puerto Rico. She
described the panic of not being able to
reach her family on the island. She
said: ‘It is becoming an island of chaos
and sadness. I am helpless here in
Chula Vista. I cannot contact my fam-
ily. We need Congress to send more re-
lief. We Puerto Ricans are American
citizens, whether people remember it
or not.”
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As we speak, Puerto Rico remains
without power, communication lines
are down, and a major dam could burst.
We are proud of how Americans came
together for Texas and Florida. Let’s
not abandon Puerto Rico. We must act
now. We are seeing a major humani-
tarian crisis unfold on U.S. soil.

Mr. Speaker, is there any reason why
U.S. citizens are being ignored in these
times of desperate need?

We must help Puerto Rico now.

———

THE GREAT LAKES RESTORATION
INITIATIVE

(Mr. MOOLENAAR asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MOOLENAAR. Mr. Speaker, I
come to the floor today to thank all of
the Members who voted to support the
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative.

In the appropriations legislation the
House passed 2 weeks ago, we included
$300 million in the fiscal year 2018
budget for protecting our Great Lakes.

The Great Lakes are a critical re-
source and an essential part of Michi-
gan’s outdoor heritage. They are en-
joyed by millions of Americans from
across the country, and they are a
unique ecosystem with one-fifth of the
world’s freshwater. They are also a
major trade route and they form an
international border.

There is a Federal role for protecting
the Great Lakes, and by working with
public and private organizations like
Michigan’s universities and Ducks Un-
limited, the GLRI does vital work to
protect the Great Lakes and the
streams, rivers, and wetlands that flow
into them.

Again, I want to thank all of my col-
leagues for their support of this crit-
ical program.

————

NATIONAL HISPANIC HERITAGE
MONTH

(Mr. NEWHOUSE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize National Hispanic
Heritage Month. Each year, Americans
observe National Hispanic Heritage
Month from September 15 to October 15
to celebrate the contributions of Amer-
icans of Hispanic descent to our Na-
tion’s diverse history and culture.

Our central Washington communities
are blessed to include a growing num-
ber of Hispanic Americans, and I have
witnessed firsthand the many ways
Hispanic Americans strengthen our
communities and our way of life. His-
panic Americans have greatly contrib-
uted to our country’s history. These
Americans have enhanced our economy
through entrepreneurship, and many
have served our Nation honorably in
the U.S. Armed Forces.

America is truly the world’s melting
pot where people of diverse back-
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grounds and cultures come together as
one people united by shared values. We
cherish our unity and diversity. In the
upcoming month, we will celebrate
Hispanic Americans’ patriotism and
the traditions they add to American
culture.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in hon-
oring National Hispanic Heritage
Month.

———

CENTRAL ARKANSAS VETERANS
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM HELPS
HOUSTON

(Mr. HILL asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, over the past
few weeks we have seen the unity,
courage, and kindness the American
people offered to those affected by the
destruction caused by Hurricanes Har-
vey, Irma, and now Maria.

Today I would like to take a minute
and acknowledge the Central Arkansas
Veterans Healthcare System in Little
Rock, where employees extended help
to assist with incoming calls from the
VA in Houston, Texas. All calls were
forwarded to Arkansas during the relief
efforts.

While the Little Rock VA usually
takes in 200 to 300 calls a day, in the
days following the aftermath of Hurri-
cane Harvey, our VA team in Little
Rock averaged 2,900 calls a day from
those seeking refuge and help. Employ-
ees worked 8-hour shifts to provide 24/
7 service.

I thank these Arkansans in the Cen-
tral Arkansas VA for helping our
neighbors in Texas in their time of
need.

———
TAX REFORM

(Mr. LAHOOD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, over the
past three decades, our Federal Tax
Code has ballooned to 74,000 pages filled
with loopholes for special interests.
Moreover, the Federal tax system has
become too complicated for hard-
working taxpayers to navigate alone.

Since joining Congress, I have trav-
eled all across my district meeting
with people and businesses who have
all made it clear that our current tax
system needs change. Small businesses
like Vaughan & Bushnell Manufac-
turing in Bushnell, Illinois, want a
simpler Tax Code that lowers rates and
closes loopholes so they can invest in
innovation, higher wages, and more
jobs.

Middle class families across Illinois
have told me how a simpler Tax Code
would mean more money in their pock-
ets to save and spend. Earlier this year,
it was estimated that our House blue-
print for tax reform would save the me-
dian Illinois family over $5,000 in taxes
every year. We can all agree that our
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system needs work, and this week we
will take the necessary first steps to-
wards fixing it.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to join in this effort to make
our system work for everyday Ameri-
cans, not special interests.

——————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 26, 2017.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
September 26, 2017, at 11:43 a.m.:

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 2810.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2824, INCREASING OPPOR-
TUNITY AND SUCCESS FOR CHIL-
DREN AND PARENTS THROUGH
EVIDENCE-BASED HOME VIS-
ITING ACT; PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 2792, CON-
TROL UNLAWFUL FUGITIVE FEL-
ONS ACT OF 2017, AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 533 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 533

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2824) to amend
title V of the Social Security Act to extend
the Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood
Home Visiting Program. The first reading of
the bill shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Ways and Means. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. In lieu of the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Ways and
Means now printed in the bill, it shall be in
order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules Com-
mittee Print 115-33. That amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against that amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute are
waived. No amendment to that amendment
in the nature of a substitute shall be in order
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except those printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole to the bill or to the amendment in the
nature of a substitute made in order as origi-
nal text. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 2792) to amend the Social Security
Act to make certain revisions to provisions
limiting payment of benefits to fugitive fel-
ons under titles II, VIII, and XVI of the So-
cial Security Act. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. The
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Ways and
Means now printed in the bill shall be con-
sidered as adopted. The bill, as amended,
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as
amended, and on any further amendment
thereto, to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Ways and Means; and (2) one motion to re-
commit with or without instructions.

SEC. 3. In the engrossment of H.R. 2824 the
Clerk shall—

(a) add the text of H.R. 2792, as passed by

the House, as new matter at the end of H.R.

2824;
(b) conform the title of H.R. 2824 to reflect

the addition of H.R. 2792, as passed by the
House, to the engrossment;

(c) assign appropriate designations to pro-
visions within the engrossment; and

(d) conform cross-references and provisions
for short titles within the engrossment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-

tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, House

Resolution 533 provides for the consid-
eration of two bills which were re-
ported by the House Ways and Means
Committee.
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For the first bill, H.R. 2792, the Con-
trol Unlawful Fugitive Felons Act of
2017, the rule provides for 1 hour of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking member of the
Committee on Ways and Means. The
rule waives all points of order and
makes in order no further amendments
to the legislation. However, the minor-
ity is afforded the customary motion
to recommit.

For H.R. 2824, the Increasing Oppor-
tunity and Success for Children and
Parents through Evidence-Based Home
Visiting Act, the rule provides for 1
hour of debate equally divided between
the chair and ranking member of the
Committee on Ways and Means. The
Rules Committee made in order four
amendments to H.R. 2824, one Repub-
lican amendment, two Democratic
amendments, and one Dbipartisan
amendment. Finally, the rule provides
for the customary motion to recommit
with or without instructions.

H.R. 2792, the Control Unlawful Fugi-
tive Felons Act of 2017, amends the So-
cial Security Act to give the Social Se-
curity Administration the necessary
tools to prevent Federal benefits and
payments from being made to persons
who are actually on the run from the
law.

Many people might hear this and
think: Why would the government ever
continue to pay someone who is ac-
tively fleeing from law enforcement?

It is a legitimate question, and it has
an unfortunate answer.

In 1996, President Clinton signed the
Personal Responsibility and Work Op-
portunity Reconciliation Act into law.
One major provision of this reform bill
was a restriction on the ability of fugi-
tive felons and probation and parole
violators from receiving Social Secu-
rity benefits.
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Similar provisions have been in-
cluded in other Federal entitlement
programs, including the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program and the
Temporary Assistance for Needy Fami-
lies program. This policy was expanded
in 2004, with the passage of the Social
Security Protection Act.

However, subsequent to the passage
of these commonsense reforms, several
judges in cases from the mid-2000s
ruled that the Social Security Admin-
istration’s interpretation of these pro-
visions was too broad and limited the
Social Security Administration’s abil-
ity to curtail payments to three nar-
row categories of fugitives, namely: es-
cape, flight to avoid prosecution or
confinement, and flight escape.

The bill before the House today, H.R.

2792, would restore Congress’ original
intent to the reforms passed under
both Presidents Clinton and George W.
Bush. Specifically, H.R. 2792 would pro-
hibit an individual who is the subject
of an outstanding arrest warrant for a
felony or parole violation from receiv-
ing monthly Social Security income
payments. This applies only to felony
charges or a crime carrying a min-
imum term of 1 year or more in prison.
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This legislation would not punish in-
dividuals convicted of a misdemeanor,
such as outstanding parking tickets. In
fact, some people have falsely claimed
that.

Individuals who have potentially
committed a felony or a parole viola-
tion should not be able to use taxpayer
dollars to evade capture. Providing the
Social Security Administration with
the tools in H.R. 2792 is a commonsense
way to show that the Federal Govern-
ment is sincere in its commitment to
being a good steward of Federal tax-
payer dollars. The Social Security ben-
efits can be restored once the indi-
vidual resolves the outstanding issues
related to his or her warrant or parole
violation.

I want to thank the gentlewoman
from South Dakota, KRISTI NOEM, for
her work on this legislation, and I urge
Members of the House to support this
worthy bill.

The second bill in today’s rule, H.R.
2824, the Increasing Opportunity
Through Evidence-Based Home Vis-
iting Act, extends funding for the Ma-
ternal, Infant, and Early Childhood
Home Visiting Program, which is more
commonly referred to as MIECHV.

The Maternal, Infant, and Early
Childhood Home Visiting Program is
an important program that provides
low-income families with opportunities
to receive home-visiting services to
help support a child’s first years. These
services range from prenatal care to
early childhood services and allow for
children to grow up in healthy homes.

As not only a physician but a physi-
cian who specialized in obstetrics and
gynecology, I did spend 25 years work-
ing with pregnant women and families
to help ensure that all mothers could
deliver and raise healthy children. As
an OB/GYN, I know the best way to en-
sure that a child succeeds is to invest
in long-term services and to ensure
that the child receives access to appro-
priate care.

Because of the Nurse-Family Part-
nership’s work, 90 percent of all babies
who are supported by the organization
are born full term, 95 percent of those
babies receive all their immunizations
by 24 months, and nearly 89 percent of
those mothers breastfeed their
newborns.

These are important milestones for
newborn children that can have lasting
impacts on their health for the rest of
their lives, and it is important that we
support initiatives that support vital,
lifesaving programs like these.

Furthermore, the program succeeds
by not only supporting the health and
well-being of children, but by sup-
porting pregnant women and mothers
as well. In my home State of Texas, the
reported incidence of maternal mor-
tality has increased in recent years, in
part, as the State has collected more
comprehensive data on causes of death
up to a year after childbirth.
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While no amount of maternal mor-
tality is ever acceptable, the new data
has shown us that the causes for ma-
ternal mortality in the State have
shifted away from those traditional
acute cases that I was familiar with
during my residency back in the 1970s.
There were illnesses such as preg-
nancy-induced hypertension, hemor-
rhage, and infection during pregnancy.
Now it is different. We have cardiac
disease, suicide, and opioid overdose,
which oftentimes occurs in the months
after childbirth.

By supporting children in their first
years, MIECHV can not only help chil-
dren live healthy lives, but help moth-
ers live healthy lives as well, so that
they can continue to be there for their
children.

The MIECHV Program and organiza-
tions like the Nurse-Family Partner-
ship succeed because they identify fam-
ilies in need that do not have readily
available care and work to provide
services in home settings.

Families cannot raise healthy chil-
dren without access to care. When fam-
ilies cannot find providers in their
area, MIECHV grant recipients are
there to provide that support.

H.R. 2824 builds upon the successes of
the MIECHV Program by tailoring the
program to ensure that it can continue
to help families that truly need the
help.

For example, H.R. 2824 requires for
States receiving MIECHV grants to
conduct statewide needs assessments
by 2020, in order to reaffirm which pop-
ulations and communities should re-
ceive these services. The last time such
an assessment was required was in 2010.

As the needs of populations of States
have evolved over these past 10 years,
s0 should the program as well. It is im-
portant to ensure that tax dollars con-
tinue to be invested efficiently, and
this bill ensures that MIECHV can con-
tinue to do so.

Additionally, H.R. 2824 provides addi-
tional opportunities for States to pro-
mote quality and enhanced outcomes.
The bill updates the program by allow-
ing for States to promote models that
will have greater impact on multiple
sites and locations, thus expanding the
reach of grants and providing States
with the opportunity to reimburse
grant recipients based on the quality
and outcomes associated with their
programs.

I certainly want to thank members of
the Ways and Means Committee for the
work they have put into this bill. It is
a smart bill that continues a Federal
program for low-income families that
actually has evidence of its effective-
ness and, furthermore, links future
funding to the assurance of greater
cost-effectiveness.

This program serves as a model for
Federal programs to help low-income
families and children. I want to thank
Chairman SMITH and Chairman BRADY
for their efforts on this bill.

For these reasons, I encourage every-
one in this body to support this rule
and the underlying bill today.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and I thank the gentleman from Texas
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes for debate.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to debate
the rule for consideration of H.R. 2824,
the Increasing Opportunity Through
Evidence-Based Home Vigsiting Act; and
H.R. 2792, the Control Unlawful Fugi-
tive Felons Act of 2017.

The first measure, H.R. 2824, reau-
thorizes the Maternal, Infant, and
Early Childhood Home Visiting Pro-
gram, or MIECHV, and provides preg-
nant women and families access to re-
sources to improve maternal and child
health and promotes child develop-
ment.

I am glad to see this bill getting the
attention that I think we all agree it
deserves, considering the important
role the program plays in all of our
communities. However, my concern is
that, once again, we are witnessing my
Republican friends take a policy that
should garner broad, bipartisan support
and instead scuttle the effort by play-
ing politics.

H.R. 2824’s State matching provision
is a threat to the core existence of this
program. Because of this change from
the past authorization, I fear that
many States will lose Federal funding
and will be forced to cut off home vis-
iting services altogether.

Where do you propose poorer States
with lower investments in home vis-
iting get the money to meet the
matching requirements?

Then, Mr. Speaker, what about Trib-
al programs? They are especially vul-
nerable to the devastation that will be
wrought by making them come up with
a 30 percent match. Native American
communities struggle enough, as it is,
without having to put up with these
absurd requirements.

I do compliment Mrs. NOEM for fight-
ing along with our colleague on the
Rules Committee, Tom COLE, for a 5-
year hiatus before they would have to
make the match. But as one who rep-
resents two Tribes, the Seminoles and
the Miccosukees, I don’t even think,
after 5 years, their vulnerability to
devastation is going to be avoided.

Mr. Speaker, I ask: Why are my Re-
publican colleagues again choosing to
abandon bipartisanship in favor of par-
tisan politics?

Our goals should be to reauthorize
the vital program, not change long-es-
tablished and successful policies that
will hurt the most vulnerable in our
country.

This program, as traditionally reau-
thorized, puts families first in order to
strengthen communities and improve
outcomes for kids and their families.
Without the MIECHV Program, at-risk
families will suffer.

I strongly support moving quickly to
reauthorize this program before it ex-
pires on September 30, 2017. But adding
a provision that will make it impos-
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sible for many States to fully partici-
pate in this program is not only not
the way forward, it is downright dan-
gerous.

The second measure is H.R. 2792. It is
a sidecar bill, as its only purpose in
being considered is to offset the cost of
the MIECHV Program.

H.R. 2792 would reinstate an old,
failed policy that had damaging effects
for many seniors and people with dis-
abilities by taking away Supplemental
Security Income benefits from every
individual who has an outstanding fel-
ony warrant, regardless of the serious-
ness of the alleged violation, the age of
the warrant, or the condition of the re-
cipient.

Mr. Speaker, over 110 national, State,
and local organizations have warned
that H.R. 2792 is a cruel bill that could
have catastrophic consequences for
some of our most vulnerable citizens.

Everyone can agree that dangerous
criminals should not receive public
benefits while fleeing justice. In fact,
the Social Security Administration al-
ready provides regular notification to
law enforcement of any beneficiary
who has an outstanding warrant. This
bill, on the other hand, despite its
title, would harm seniors and people
with severe disabilities, not felons.

Mr. Speaker, a larger issue at hand is
not simply the dangerous policy
changes in the first bill, nor the failed
unnecessary policy found in the second,
but rather the partisan manner in
which these bills are being considered,
especially in the face of the laundry
list of items that this body needs to ur-
gently address in a bipartisan manner.

We do not have the luxury of time to
debate the majority’s attempts to leg-
islate failed and dangerous policies
that will threaten families.

We should be acting in the most exi-
gent fashion to address issues such as
ascertaining the full scope of Hurricane
Maria’s devastation on Puerto Rico
and the U.S. Virgin Islands and what
we need to do to make our brothers and
sisters in those areas whole again.

We should not be spending our time
taking a partisan approach to a pro-
gram that provides pregnant women
and families access to resources to im-
prove maternal and child health. Rath-
er, we should be working across the
aisle to address the real pressing issues
facing our country.
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Congress should be addressing the
plight of the millions of American citi-
zens living in total devastation in
Puerto Rico and the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands.

Five days after Hurricane Maria deci-
mated what Hurricane Irma had
spared, 15,000 people remain in govern-
ment shelters, thousands of homes are
destroyed, roads are blocked, bridges
buckled, and a dam in Puerto Rico is
on the edge of collapse, threatening the
lives of nearly 70,000 people with flash
flooding. Two hospitals in the Virgin
Islands have been destroyed, and lest I
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not mention that we have not dealt
adequately with what is required in
Texas and in southwest Louisiana and
in Florida.

Today, in my office, numerous rep-
resentatives of government officials
and organizations came to present
issues concerning ongoing matters hav-
ing to do with their concerns in our
area. The Speaker of the House and the
chairman of appropriations were with
several of us in the Florida delegation
last week to review and view the dam-
age that has occurred in the Keys. And
here we are, rather than dealing with a
humanitarian crisis as towns are left
without fresh water, power, and fuel,
we are dealing with a dangerous bill
that will address vulnerable people in a
negative way.

Officials reported that 1,360 of Puerto
Rico’s 1,600 telephone cell towers are
down. The same holds in the Virgin Is-
lands. With 85 percent of aboveground
and underground phone and internet
cables knocked out—the same in the
Virgin Islands—officials still had not
had communication with 9 of the 78
municipalities. It has been difficult or
nearly impossible for individuals to
reach or connect with their loved ones.

Let me make something very clear
that many Members of the House do
not understand. Everybody cries that
FEMA should do all of the things that
we would want it to do as the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, but
FEMA today is dealing with 30 disas-
ters in this country.

I sat here a moment ago and heard
our colleague from Montana describe
over a million acres of fire ongoing
there. In southern California, there is
an extraordinary fire that is taking
place in that particular area.

This devastation, these disasters as
in Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and
elsewhere are only cracks of the serv-
ice of the long to-do list that Congress
is confronted with. The list is long and
time is short.

In addition to the MIECHV program,
which the majority has decided to un-
dermine here today, at the end of the
week, the Children’s Health and Insur-
ance Program—CHIP, the Children’s
Health and Insurance Program—Medi-
care provisions, and the Community
Health Centers Fund all expire without
any discussion at all in this House. We
are leaving not only our constituents,
young and old, and the American peo-
ple in a quandary about their health
insurance or treatment facilities, but
adding unnecessary anxiety to their
lives.

Mr. Speaker, I would argue that the
snowball is only going to grow with the
end of the calendar year looming right
around the corner.

Let me just remind my colleagues in
the majority what needs to be ad-
dressed by December 8: reauthorizing
the National Flood Insurance Pro-
gram—I don’t know what that was yes-
terday that they were trying to do with
the FAA authorization—an absolute
necessity in the wake of these dev-
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astating storms; keeping the govern-
ment open and EPA pesticide registra-
tion fees. And by the end of the year,
we must also act to reauthorize the
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act,
FISA, which we now know plays a crit-
ical role in the fundamental aspects of
our democracy.

The Affordable Care Act’s annual fee
on health insurance providers needs to
be addressed, important for the health
of the marketplace, and the Oil Spill
Liability Trust Fund financing rate.

Now, Democrats stand ready to work
in a bipartisan fashion to address each
and every one of the matters that I
just talked about, and all of them must
pass pieces of legislation. What we are
witnessing today is a clear indication
that my Republican friends do not
share the same spirit, but would rather
play politics.

Let me just add one little bit about
that. In the other body, the United
States Senate, we saw an example of
partisan politics play out to its ex-
treme, and it is not likely that there is
going to be an important measure deal-
ing with the healthcare of Americans
coming from the United States Senate
back to this body that passed some-
thing that was an awful bill earlier in
the year.

But what did it do?

It caused LAMAR ALEXANDER and
PATTY MURRAY, who were working on
bipartisan measures, to stop their bi-
partisan efforts so that we could go for-
ward in the Senate on a partisan meas-
ure that is going nowhere. People sent
us here to work together. They did not
send us here to be partisan in every one
of our moves. What we are witnessing
here today is another example of par-
tisanship.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I want to talk again
just for a minute about the second bill
in today’s rule, H.R. 2824, the Increas-
ing Opportunity and Success for Chil-
dren and Parents through Evidence-
Based Home Visiting Act, that does ex-
tend funding for the Maternal, Infant,
and Early Childhood Home Visiting
Program.

I just wanted to talk for a minute
about some of the results that we have
seen in these program grants and, at
this point, reference my home State of
Texas to see how they have performed.

The Nurse-Family Partnership is a
community-based home services group
that supports pregnant women and new
mothers in the Dallas-Fort Worth area.
They have used grants from this pro-
gram to support women through both
the promotion of preventive and pre-
natal services for pregnant women, like
connecting women to physicians, help-
ing them get medications, and through
the utilization of risk reduction serv-
ices such as smoking cessation.

Again, 1 tell you this to reiterate
that these are good programs. This is a
good program that we are reauthor-
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izing today and it is worthy of our at-
tention and support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I hope
my colleague will support the DelBene
amendment, which will eliminate the
matching funds for Tribes altogether. 1
mentioned that earlier.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Colorado (Ms.
DEGETTE), my good friend.

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. I associate
myself with his remarks about every-
thing we need to do by the end of the
fiscal year, which is the end of this
week; in particular, reauthorization of
CHIP that has helped so many millions
of kids get health insurance and get
the care that they need.

I rise today, though, to talk about
the MIECHV bill, which is up today,
and to express my deep disappointment
that my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle have chosen to walk away
from yet another opportunity to work
on a bipartisan basis. We could extend
this program on a bipartisan basis just
the way we started it. It is really a suc-
cess story.

The evidence-based models are prov-
en to deliver results for kids and fami-
lies in every single State. Investments
in MIECHV are investments in the suc-
cess of America’s children and their fu-
tures. Peer-reviewed evidence proves
that MIECHYV leads to improvements in
health outcomes for mothers and ba-
bies, school achievement, parenting
practices, and overall early childhood
development.

On top of all that, MIECHYV is a great
return on investment for Federal dol-
lars. For example, for every Federal
dollar in the Nurse-Family Partner-
ship, we get $5.70 in return. Sadly, this
bill that the House is considering today
would set MIECHV back. The partisan
proposal would make it more difficult
for MIECHV models in all of our States
to continue their success stories.

Under current law, MIECHV only has
enough funding to reach 6 percent of el-
igible families. But instead of working
together to help the program reach
more children, this bill curtails the
reach. It cuts the funding and, as my
ranking member said, it imposes a
harmful State-matching requirement
that could force some of these home
health visit programs to shut down al-
together.

It is really a shame that when you
are talking about healthy starts for
kids, we can’t work together on both
sides of the aisle. I would hope we
would defeat this legislation and come
back and do what we have done before
on this program, work together to have
a robust piece of legislation.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

It is shameful that President Trump
would end the DACA program without
a single thought to the consequences
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this decision would have on the 800,000
young lives this program protects.

Do the American people even want
DACA to end?

The answer is clearly no.

According to a Politico/Morning Con-
sult poll: “Support for allowing these
immigrants to remain in the United
States spans across party lines: 84 per-
cent of Democrats, 74 percent of Inde-
pendents, and 69 percent of Republicans
think they should stay.”

Congress must act to protect our
DREAMers.

Well, Mr. Speaker, here is our chance
to rectify President Trump’s heartless
decision and restore the American peo-
ple’s faith in us. If we defeat the pre-
vious question, I am going to offer an
amendment to the rule to bring up
H.R. 3440, the Dream Act. This bipar-
tisan, bicameral legislation would help
thousands of young people who are
Americans in every way except on
paper.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker,
through the Chair, I would advise my
friend from Texas that I have no fur-
ther speakers and that I am prepared
to close.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

We stand here today with a to-do list
a mile long, and we don’t have much
time to cross items off that list. By
kicking the can down the road on near-
ly every past piece of legislation, this
Republican majority has shown itself
completely unable to govern. They
have abdicated their duty to the Amer-
ican people to accomplish even the
most basic of legislative tasks: passing
a budget. Without Democratic help,
they wouldn’t be able to even keep the
lights on.

My sincere hope is that the next time
we meet we will take up legislation
that provides some much-needed relief
to our brothers and sisters in Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands, as well as
my home State of Florida and Texas
and southwest Louisiana; and address
the other disasters that are occurring
throughout our country, more specifi-
cally having to do with wildfires in
Montana, in Oregon, and in California;
and that we will begin the process of
addressing every single one of the
needs of this Nation, particularly its
health and its healthcare in a bipar-
tisan way.

My colleagues on this side of the
aisle stand ready to do so. I urge a
“no’” vote on the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
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gaging in personalities toward the
President.
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Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today’s rule provides
for consideration of two important
pieces of legislation to restore sanity
to the administration of the Social Se-
curity program and to provide critical
tools for disadvantaged homes in help-
ing families raise their children with
the best possible practices.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman
BRADY, Mrs. NOEM, and Mr. SMITH for
the work on each of their respective
pieces of legislation, and I urge Mem-
bers of this body to support both bills
and the rule which will provide for
their consideration.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. HASTINGS is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 533 OFFERED BY
MR. HASTINGS

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC 4. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3440) to authorize the
cancellation of removal and adjustment of
status of certain individuals who are long-
term United States residents and who en-
tered the United States as children and for
other purposes. The first reading of the bill
shall be dispensed with. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
the Judiciary. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. All points of order against
provisions in the bill are waived. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after
the third daily order of business under clause
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of
the Whole for further consideration of the
bill.

SEC. 5. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 3440.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as “‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
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opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . .. [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘“‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule . . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule XVI, I move that
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when the House adjourns today, it ad-
journ to meet at 3 p.m. tomorrow.
The motion was agreed to.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 533;

Adopting House Resolution 533, if or-
dered; and

Agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2824, INCREASING OPPOR-
TUNITY AND SUCCESS FOR CHIL-
DREN AND PARENTS THROUGH
EVIDENCE-BASED HOME VIS-
ITING ACT; PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 2792, CON-
TROL UNLAWFUL FUGITIVE FEL-
ONS ACT OF 2017, AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 533) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 2824) to
amend title V of the Social Security
Act to extend the Maternal, Infant, and
Early Childhood Home Visiting Pro-
gram; providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 2792) to amend the Social
Security Act to make certain revisions
to provisions limiting payment of ben-
efits to fugitive felons under titles II,
VIII, and XVI of the Social Security
Act; and for other purposes, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 230, nays
189, not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 532]

YEAS—230
Abraham Bost Comer
Aderholt Brady (TX) Comstock
Allen Brat Conaway
Amash Brooks (AL) Cook
Amodei Brooks (IN) Costello (PA)
Arrington Buchanan Cramer
Babin Buck Crawford
Bacon Bucshon Culberson
Banks (IN) Budd Curbelo (FL)
Barletta Burgess Davidson
Barr Byrne Dayvis, Rodney
Barton Calvert Denham
Bergman Carter (GA) Dent
Biggs Carter (TX) DeSantis
Bilirakis Chabot DesJarlais
Bishop (MI) Cheney Diaz-Balart
Bishop (UT) Coffman Donovan
Black Cole Duffy
Blackburn Collins (GA) Duncan (SC)
Blum Collins (NY) Duncan (TN)

Dunn

Emmer

Estes (KS)
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Jones

Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger

Adams

Aguilar

Barragan

Bass

Beatty

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F

Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney

Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meehan
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (PA)
Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher

NAYS—189

Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.

Ellison
Engel

Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
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Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (S0)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
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Matsui Polis Slaughter
McCollum Price (NC) Smith (WA)
McEachin Quigley Soto
McGovern Raskin Speier
McNerney Rice (NY) Suozzi
Meeks Richmond Swalwell (CA)
Meng Rosen Takano
Moore Roybal—Allard Thompson (CA)
Moulton Ruiz Thompson (MS)
Murphy (FL) Ruppersberger Titus
Nadler Rush T

. onko
Napolitano Ryan (OH) T

p orres
Neal Sanchez Tsoneas
Nolan Sarbanes &
Norcross Schakowsky Vargas
O'Halleran Schiff Veasey
O’Rourke Schneider Vela
Pallone Schrader Velazquez
Panetta Scott (VA) Visclosky
Pascrell Scott, David Walz
Pelosi Serrano Wasserman
Perlmutter Sewell (AL) Schultz
Peters Shea-Porter Waters, Maxine
Peterson Sherman Watson Coleman
Pingree Sinema Welch
Pocan Sires Wilson (FL)
NOT VOTING—14
Bridenstine Johnson, Sam Ros-Lehtinen
Dingell Long Scalise
Granger Meadows Tiberi
Hanabusa Messer Yarmuth
Johnson, E. B. Payne
0O 1327

Messrs. PETERS, BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, CARDENAS, Mses. CLARK of
Massachusetts, BROWNLEY of Cali-
fornia, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, and Mrs.
LOWEY changed their vote from ‘‘yea’
to ‘“‘nay.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably detained. Had | been present, | would
have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 532.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 230, noes 190,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 533]

The

AYES—230
Abraham Brat Cook
Aderholt Brooks (AL) Costello (PA)
Allen Brooks (IN) Cramer
Amash Buchanan Crawford
Amodei Buck Culberson
Arrington Bucshon Curbelo (FL)
Babin Budd Davidson
Bacon Burgess Davis, Rodney
Banks (IN) Byrne Denham
Barletta Calvert Dent
Barr Carter (GA) DeSantis
Barton Carter (TX) DesJarlais
Bergman Chabot Diaz-Balart
Biggs Cheney Donovan
Bilirakis Coffman Duffy
Bishop (MI) Cole Duncan (SC)

Bishop (UT) Collins (GA) Duncan (TN)

Blackburn Collins (NY) Dunn
Blum Comer Emmer
Bost Comstock Estes (KS)
Brady (TX) Conaway Farenthold
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Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Jones

Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador

Adams
Aguilar
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist

LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (PA)
Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita

NOES—190

Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
BEsty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
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Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.

Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum

McEachin Price (NC) Slaughter
McGovern Quigley Smith (WA)
McNerney Raskin Soto
Meeks Rice (NY) Speier
Meng Richmond Suozzi
Moore Rosen Swalwell (CA)
Moulton Roybal-Allard Takano
Murphy (FL) Ruiz Thompson (CA)
Nadler Ruppersberger Thompson (MS)
Napolitano Rush Titus
Neal Ryan (OH) Tonko
Nolan Sanchez Torres
Norcross Sarbanes Tsongas
O’Halleran Schakowsky Vargas
O’Rourke Schiff Veasey
Pallone Schneider Vela
Panetta Schrader Velazquez
Pascrell Scott (VA) Visclosky
Pelosi Scott, David Walz
Perlmutter Serrano Wasserman
Peters Sewell (AL) Schultz
Peterson Shea-Porter Waters, Maxine
Pingree Sherman Watson Coleman
Pocan Sinema Welch
Polis Sires Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—13
Black Johnson, Sam Scalise
Bridenstine Long Tiberi
Granger Meadows Yarmuth
Hanabusa Payne
Johnson, E. B. Ros-Lehtinen
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Mr. MAST changed his vote from
“no’” to “‘aye.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 214, nays
199, answered ‘‘present’” 1, not voting
19, as follows:

[Roll No. 534]

YEAS—214
Abraham Comstock Fortenberry
Aderholt Conyers Foster
Allen Cook Frankel (FL)
Amodei Cooper Frelinghuysen
Arrington Costello (PA) Gabbard
Bacon Courtney Garamendi
Banks (IN) Cramer Gianforte
Barletta Crawford Goodlatte
Barton Cuellar Gowdy
Bilirakis Culberson Griffith
Bishop (UT) Cummings Guthrie
Blumenauer Davis (CA) Handel
Bonamici Davis, Danny Harper
Brady (TX) DeGette Harris
Brat Delaney Heck
Brooks (AL) DeLauro Hensarling
Brooks (IN) DelBene Higgins (LA)
Brown (MD) Demings Higgins (NY)
Buchanan Dent Hill
Budd DesJarlais Himes
Bustos Deutch Hollingsworth
Byrne Doggett Huffman
Calvert Donovan Huizenga
Cartwright Duncan (SC) Hultgren
Castro (TX) Duncan (TN) Hunter
Chabot Ellison Hurd
Chu, Judy Emmer Issa
Cicilline Engel Johnson (GA)
Clay Estes (KS) Johnson (LA)
Coffman Farenthold Jones
Cohen Faso Kaptur
Cole Ferguson Kelly (MS)
Collins (NY) Fleischmann Kelly (PA)

Kildee
King (IA)
King (NY)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Larsen (WA)
Latta
Lewis (MN)
Lipinski
Loudermilk
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
McCarthy
MecClintock
McCollum
McHenry
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mitchell

Adams
Aguilar
Amash
Babin
Barr
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Bergman
Beyer
Biggs
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Blackburn
Blum
Blunt Rochester
Bost
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brownley (CA)
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Castor (FL)
Cheney
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Collins (GA)
Comer
Conaway
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Crist
Crowley
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
DeFazio
Denham
DeSantis
DeSaulnier
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duffy

Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Posey
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Roby
Rogers (KY)
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
dJ.

Roskam
Ross

Rothfus
Royce (CA)
Ruppersberger
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Schneider
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David

NAYS—199

Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans
Fitzpatrick
Flores

Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Fudge

Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Garrett
Gibbs
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gosar
Gottheimer
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Grothman
Gutiérrez
Hartzler
Hastings
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Holding
Hoyer
Hudson
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kilmer

Kind
Kinzinger
Knight
LaHood
Lance
Langevin
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
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Serrano
Sessions
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Stefanik
Stewart
Takano
Taylor
Thornberry
Titus
Trott
Tsongas
Velazquez
Wagner
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yoho
Young (TA)
Zeldin

Lee

Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney, Sean
Mast
Matsui
McEachin
McGovern
McKinley
McSally
Moolenaar
Murphy (PA)
Neal

Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pascrell
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Price (NC)
Raskin
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (NY)
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rosen
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz

Rush

Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Sensenbrenner
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Sewell (AL) Swalwell (CA) Veasey
Sinema Tenney Vela
Sires Thompson (CA) Visclosky
Slaughter Thompson (MS) Walberg
Smith (MO) Thompson (PA) Waters, Maxine
Smucker Tipton Watson Coleman
Soto Turner Weber (TX)
Speier Upton Woodall
Stivers Valadao Yoder
Suozzi Vargas Young (AK)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—1

Tonko
NOT VOTING—19
Black Johnson, E. B. Ros-Lehtinen
Bridenstine Johnson, Sam Scalise
Butterfield Long Tiberi
Dunn McCaul Torres
Gohmert Meadows Yarmuth
Granger Payne
Hanabusa Quigley
0O 1344

Mr. RUTHERFORD changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

———

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE
CONSIDERED AS FIRST SPONSOR
OF H.R. 296

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that I may hereafter be
considered to be the first sponsor of
H.R. 296, a bill originally introduced by
Representative Chaffetz of Utah, for
the purposes of adding cosponsors and
requesting reprintings pursuant to
clause 7 of rule XII.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

———————

INCREASING OPPORTUNITY AND
SUCCESS FOR CHILDREN AND
PARENTS THROUGH EVIDENCE-
BASED HOME VISITING ACT

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 2824.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 533 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2824.

The Chair appoints the gentlewoman
from Alabama (Mrs. ROBY) to preside
over the Committee of the Whole.

[ 1347
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2824) to
amend title V of the Social Security
Act to extend the Maternal, Infant, and
Early Childhood Home Visiting Pro-
gram, with Mrs. ROBY in the chair.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
SMITH) and the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Chair, I rise in support of
H.R. 2824, the Increasing Opportunity
and Success for Children and Parents
Through Evidence-Based Home Vis-
iting Act. This bill would reauthorize
the Maternal, Infant, and Early Child-
hood Home Visiting Program, known
as MIECHV, for 5 years and make sure
the program continues to focus on re-
sults.

I would like to note, this bill rep-
resents the first full reauthorization
proposal Congress has considered for
this program.

The Ways and Means Human Re-
sources Subcommittee, which I chair,
held a hearing on the program earlier
this year. We solicited feedback from
stakeholders, marked up a bill in com-
mittee, and today we are debating this
bill on the floor. This is how Congress
is supposed to work, and this bill is an
example of Congress getting its work
done.

The MIECHV Program helps support
State and local efforts to provide vol-
untary, evidence-based home visiting
services to parents and children living
in communities that put them at risk
of poor social and health outcomes, in-
cluding in rural areas like those I rep-
resent.

Unlike many other programs that
focus on money spent or people served,
this program focuses on achieving real
results for families. Specifically, this
program promotes school readiness of
young children, increases economic
self-sufficiency of families, improves
prenatal health and birth outcomes,
and prevents childhood abuse and ne-
glect.

Madam Chair, I have had the oppor-
tunity to see firsthand what home vis-
iting looks like. In March, I spent time
in Nebraska with the Panhandle Public
Health District’s Healthy Families
America program in western Nebraska.
The program focuses on improving the
economic success and school readiness
of vulnerable children and families in
three Nebraska counties: Scotts Bluff,
Morrill, and Box Butte.

During my visit, I met with Dawn,
one of the program participants, who
told me what it was like for her to
work with a home visitor. Her home
visitor helped her find a stable home
and a steady income to provide for her
growing family. These are the types of
outcomes we should be expecting when
we have programs to help those who
are struggling to get ahead.

MIECHV works because funding is
tied to evidence. Unfortunately,
MIECHYV is the exception, as few Fed-
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eral social programs have been evalu-
ated at all, and almost none condition
funding on evidence of whether the pro-
gram actually works.

In the Better Way agenda put for-
ward by House Republicans last year,
we proposed doing more of what
MIECHYV does: measuring how well pro-
grams are working to focus funding on
those which produce real results. When
we spend limited taxpayer dollars to
help those in need, we must make sure
we are spending money on effective
programs. To do otherwise is a dis-
service to both taxpayers as well as
those we are seeking to help.

On March 15 of this year, the Human
Resources Subcommittee held a hear-
ing on MIECHV. In the hearing, we
heard from those with firsthand experi-
ence with home visiting programs, and
their input was invaluable as we devel-
oped this proposal.

Both before and after the hearing, we
sought input from States and others
about how the program was working
and how it could be improved and
strengthened. These conversations also
informed the bill before us today.

I should also note, there is broad bi-
partisan support for MIECHYV, includ-
ing from dozens of national organiza-
tions and hundreds of State and local
organizations, including business lead-
ers, law enforcement officers, faith-
based groups, healthcare providers,
child welfare advocacy organizations,
and early education providers.

While I understand some of my col-
leagues would like to continue this
program or even increase its funding
without an offset, under the rules that
govern this Chamber and our current
deficits, it would be irresponsible and
against the rules of this Chamber to
fund this program without finding
ways to reduce spending elsewhere.
That is why we are considering this as
part of a package of two bills today:
this bill and the Control Unlawful Fu-
gitive Felons Act of 2017, which will be
considered later this week during its
own debate.

Instead of increasing our Nation’s
debt, we should be doing more of what
we are doing here today: prioritizing
Federal spending and focusing on what
works by improving the integrity of
one program to provide funding for an-
other.

Madam Chair, I am grateful for the
time we are spending here today to
consider the reauthorization of this im-
portant program, and I appreciate the
opportunity to stand in support of this
bill today.

I reserve the balance of my time.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,
Washington, DC, September 18, 2017.
Hon. KEVIN BRADY,
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY: I write concerning
H.R. 2824, Increasing Opportunity through
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Evidence-Based Home Visiting Act, which
was additionally referred to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

I wanted to notify you that the Committee
will forgo action on H.R. 2824 so that it may
proceed expeditiously to the House floor for
consideration. This is done with the under-
standing that the Committee’s jurisdictional
interests over this and similar legislation
are in no way diminished or altered. In addi-
tion, the Committee reserves the right to
seek conferees on H.R. 2824 and requests your
support when such a request is made.

I would appreciate your response con-
firming this understanding with respect to
H.R. 2824 and ask that a copy of our ex-
change of letters on this matter be included
in the Congressional Record during consider-
ation of the bill on the House floor.

Sincerely,
GREG WALDEN,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
Washington, DC, September 18, 2017.
Hon. GREG WALDEN,
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN WALDEN: Thank you for
your letter concerning H.R. 2824, the ‘‘In-
creasing Opportunity through Evidence-
Based Home Visiting Act,” on which the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee was granted
an additional referral.

I am most appreciative of your decision to
waive formal consideration of H.R. 2824 so
that it may proceed expeditiously to the
House floor. I acknowledge that although
you waived formal consideration of the bill,
the Energy and Commerce Committee is in
no way waiving its jurisdiction over the sub-
ject matter contained in those provisions of
the bill that fall within your Rule X jurisdic-
tion. I would support your effort to seek ap-
pointment of an appropriate number of con-
ferees on any House-Senate conference in-
volving this legislation.

I will include a copy of our letters in our
committee report and in the Congressional
Record during consideration of this legisla-
tion on the House floor.

Sincerely,
KEVIN BRADY,
Chairman.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Madam Chair, following the wisdom
of Frederick Douglass, who said it is
easier to build strong families, strong
children, than to repair broken men, I
introduced my first bipartisan home
visiting bill over a decade ago, in 2005.
Since 2005, home visiting has been
uniquely bipartisan—until today.

Research is clear. Home visiting
makes Kkids and families stronger,
healthier, and safer. In my home State
of Illinois, MIECHV improved program
coordination, reinforced the emphasis
on proven models, and expanded avail-
ability of services. Unfortunately, the
majority’s approach has rejected bipar-
tisanship and made timely reauthoriza-
tion of home visiting less likely.

H.R. 2824 presents substantial cuts to
home visiting and threatens the effec-
tiveness of services for vulnerable chil-
dren and families. Equally bad, the rule
under which we are considering this
bill conditions home visiting help to
vulnerable families on harming seniors
and persons with disabilities. Although
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we are not voting on that provision
today, the rule we are considering this
bill under makes it an inescapable part
of it.

I join with over 110 civil rights, dis-
ability, and aging agencies to strongly
oppose the Republican effort to pay for
home visiting services that strengthen
vulnerable children by stripping cer-
tain low-income seniors and those with
severe disabilities of basic income they
need to survive.

H.R. 2824 also is inconsistent with bi-
partisan Senate legislation introduced
last week, which rejected the most con-
troversial and problematic changes in
H.R. 2824 in order to keep what works.

So what should the House have done
instead of H.R. 2824?

826 organizations urged the House
and Senate leaders to ‘‘reauthorize this
important program for 5 years, with a
doubling of funding from $400 million,
annually, to $800 million, annually, to
allow States, territories, and Tribes to
expand these services to more children
and families.” Yet H.R. 2824 fails to in-
crease funding by even one penny.

Currently, MIECHV dollars serve
only about 6 percent of eligible fami-
lies and less than 50 percent of eligible
Tribes. I tried to offer a fully paid-for
alternative to double funding for home
visiting over 5 years without harmful
policy changes but was not allowed a
vote in committee or on the floor.

One of the most harmful policy
changes is a new ‘‘State match” re-
quirement, which would be in addition
to the ‘“‘maintenance of effort’” require-
ment already in law. Just as with their
failed healthcare bill, this Republican
bill pushes their fight to make States
pay more for services, while harming
vulnerable children and families as col-
lateral damage. There is no doubt that
the State match in this bill will reduce
home visiting in many States and
Tribes, cut services, and harm families.

The Republican bill further under-
mines successful home visiting by
changing it from a program to improve
child development and parent-child re-
lationships to a failed jobs program.
Defining a core outcome of MIECHYV as
increased employment and earnings
will gut Federal home visiting. Not
one—not one—of the evidence-based
models is a job training program. Not
one.

This bill says, if any program wants
to improve economic self-sufficiency, it
shall include employment and earn-
ings. Further, the bill applies strin-
gent, unrealistic outcome standards.

H.R. 2824 is failure by design for
home visiting. Later today, I urge my
colleagues to support Congressman
PASCRELL’s amendment to strike this
change.

After a decade of bipartisan efforts to
increase Federal funds for home vis-
iting, I am deeply saddened that H.R.
2824 now is the House Republican pri-
ority list for cutting funding, reducing
services, and undermining the infra-
structure that so many have worked to
build. I wunequivocally oppose this
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harmful bill and its discriminatory
pay-for, joining the good company of
the NAACP, the American Academy of
Pediatrics, Justice in Aging, National
Women’s Law Center, and the Arc of
the United States, to name just a few.

I urge my colleagues to oppose H.R.
2824 so that we can move quickly on to
a bipartisan approach which builds on
home visiting’s considerable strength.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

J 1400

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MEE-
HAN).

Mr. MEEHAN. Madam Chair, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I want
to express my deep appreciation for the
opportunity to join in this advocacy
for this very important bill.

One of the great frustrations I know
I share is when we have to make
choices, and I see people come to me
and they want us to increase the fund-
ing for those who are on the front lines
fighting for our country, to increase
the funding for those who are suffering
from diseases, to increase the funding
to protect senior citizens in various ca-
pacities, and every one of them tears at
your heartstrings.

That is why, to me, it is such an in-
credible accomplishment when you are
able, at this particular period of time,
with huge deficits, to be able to fight
to make sure that we can retain the
funding to drive a fundamental pro-
gram. The chairman has done that in
this case, and I find the arguments to
double that to be just a Trojan horse,
an impediment to helping us take a
meaningful program and make sure
that it is authorized and supported.

In April, I visited the Crozer-Key-
stone Community Foundation in my
own district. The foundation operates
MIECHV and uses the Nurse-Family
Partnership model to serve women and
families in Delaware County. The
model enables nurses to conduct reg-
ular home visits for first-time mothers
and their children who are less than 2-
years-old. It is designed to improve
prenatal health and outcomes, improve
child health and development, and im-
prove families’ economic self-suffi-
ciency.

The success is evident to the experi-
ence of the women and families in the
programs. In fact, the Nurse-Family
Partnership model has been shown to
reduce child abuse by 48 percent, re-
duce emergency room visits for acci-
dents and poisonings by 58 percent, and
reduce behavioral and intellectual
problems by age 6 by 67 percent.

A study found that $6 is returned to
the community for every dollar it in-
vests in the program. Did you hear
that? For every dollar the community
invests, they will get $6; so it is not
wrong to ask our partners in the States
to match this commitment. In fact, my
own State of Pennsylvania, I am proud
to say it has actually exceeded the
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matching because they know it works
and it makes a true partnership with
the States.

So I want to, once again, conclude by
applauding the efforts of the chairman
to position this in such a way for us to
be able to move forward, to create the
opportunity for this genuine partner-
ship, to move on, on behalf of the—not
programs just like the Nurse-Family
Partnership, but the broad spectrum
that are supported.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Chair, I am dis-
appointed that this bill, H.R. 2824, in-
jects needless controversy into reau-
thorizing the Maternal, Infant, and
Early Childhood Home Visiting Pro-

gram.
Home visiting is an evidence-based
approach that connects pregnant

women and families with young chil-
dren to nurses, social workers, and
other professionals. Through these pro-
grams, parents learn skills that help
reduce abuse and neglect and improve
child development during the crucial
early years of life.

Most importantly, home visiting is
backed by strong evidence that shows
these programs are an effective way to
improve outcomes for at-risk families.
Unfortunately, H.R. 2824 ignores the
proven successes of home visiting in
favor of harmful, partisan changes to
the law. In particular, I am troubled by
language in this bill that would cut off
funding to States and Tribal organiza-
tions that are unable to match Federal
spending on home visiting. The bipar-
tisan bill in the Senate does not do
that; you do.

Advocates are concerned that this
could cause States to scale back or
even end their programs altogether. In
addition, this bill makes a number of
ill-advised changes that have little or
no apparent justification. Research
shows that home visiting programs are
working well, yet only 6 percent of eli-
gible individuals currently participate.
We should be looking at expanding, not
undermining, access to home visiting.

We need, at the very least, a clean
bill that reauthorizes the home visiting
program in a bipartisan way. Unfortu-
nately, H.R. 2824 is not that bill, and,
for that reason, I urge that we vote
L&no.?’

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Madam
Chair, I thank Chairman SMITH for
yielding and for his hard work and
leadership on this matter.

Madam Chair, I rise today to support
H.R. 2824, which would reauthorize the
Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood
Home Visiting Program. At its core,
MIECHYV improve the lives of families
in at-risk communities, focusing on the
first years of a child’s life.
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Like the chairman, I, too, have seen
firsthand its successes. I recently trav-
eled to a Nurse-Family Partnership fa-
cility, which is a nonprofit that ar-
ranges home visits from registered
nurses to low-income, first-time moth-
ers.

I had the opportunity to meet the
nurses and the women who currently
are enrolled in the program. NFP fa-
cilities transform the lives of vulner-
able first-time moms and their babies,
empowering them to build brighter fu-
tures and stronger families, none of
which would be possible without
MIECHYV funding.

I am proud to note that, like my pre-
vious speaker, my home State of
Michigan has already taken the initia-
tive to invest significant funding for
the NFP facilities and other organiza-
tions, in addition to MIECHV funds, to
the extent that Michigan would now al-
ready meet the requirement proposed
in the bill.

I am particularly thankful for the
chairman’s transparent engagement
process within the committee, specifi-
cally, early on. I raised the concern
that the addition of new evidence
standards, along with substantial evi-
dence standards already 1in place,
might be problematic, and I wanted to
ensure that home visitors were not
overly burdened by data collecting so
that they can care for the mothers and
the babies.

Both of these concerns were ad-
dressed with the amendments con-
tained in the chairman’s amendment,
and I want to thank Chairman SMITH
and Chairman BRADY for their leader-
ship in addressing these concerns and
other concerns.

I want to thank the chairman for all
of his hard work, and I want to join
him and my colleagues in supporting
H.R. 2824.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT),
who has long been a champion on these
issues.

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, across
our country, there are thousands of
children, thousands of families, that
have a really big stake in what happens
with this bill.

I support evidence-based home vis-
iting programs, and I support them not
just by talking about them, but by pro-
viding them the resources they need to
reach more children and make a dif-
ference in their lives.

This whole program, ‘home vis-
iting,” is a little bit of a misnomer.
This is not about going out to pay a so-
cial visit, to join a club or something.
This is about skilled professionals
working with young parents to help
them be the parents they want to be. It
is about family wvalues. It is about
strengthening and protecting families,
particularly disadvantaged families.

Our home visiting programs give
these families the tools that they need.
I have seen how successful they have
been in San Antonio, in San Marcos, in
Austin, and across Texas.
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A story was shared with me recently
when I met with Alaska and Jimmy
Martinez from San Antonio. During
their first year in college, Alaska be-
came pregnant. She felt she was going
to have to drop out of school, and then
they met with Susan, with the Nurse-
Family Partnership there in San Anto-
nio, and she gave them some referrals
and some assistance. They were able to
learn more about the development of
their child and how they could prepare
their family for that child’s arrival.

Now, Alaska is about to finish her as-
sociate’s degree. Jimmy is pursuing his
business degree, and they are happy to
have a beautiful 2-year-old son.

That is the way this program is sup-
posed to work so people don’t sink into
poverty. They are lifted up and so are
their children. This is just one of thou-
sands of success stories from across the
country—the family that unexpectedly
finds they have a child with severe dis-
abilities, or maybe just the more com-
mon experience of the family that has
a baby who cries all night long, and
they don’t know what to do about it.

Too often, that is the kind of thing
that ends up in a slap here, a slap
there, and child abuse. Too often, it
ends up with that child just being put
in front of the television set instead of
working with the child to deal with
these real-life problems.

Some reforms were mentioned, al-
leged reforms, in this bill. I have served
on this subcommittee through a num-
ber of terms of Congress. We have had
some excellent witnesses, Republican
and Democratic, and I have yet to hear
a single witness call for a single one of
the changes that they are proposing to
impose on this program as obstacles to
its success.

We haven’t had an academic expert.
We haven’t had a stakeholder. We
haven’t had a single witness come for-
ward and say: Please change this pro-
gram so it cannot achieve the success
that it is having today.

This is an evidence-based program.
What does that mean? It means it is
based on fact, not just on hope or good
intention, as a number of our programs
are. It means there is peer-reviewed
data showing that this program works
to reduce child abuse and to solve
other problems.

The chairman, the advocate for this
bill, tells me that they recognize this
in the great Republican blueprint, and
they want to do more of this. Well, if
they want to do more of this, why are
they creating one obstacle after an-
other and causing one group after an-
other to oppose those changes?

What about the resources to get the
job done? As so many of the Republican
witnesses before our subcommittee
have acknowledged, we are helping a
fraction of the children who are eligi-
ble for these kind of services.

I think you could call this bill the
Republican 6 percent solution, because
about 94 percent of eligible families in
America don’t get a penny of assist-
ance out of this program. This program
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that they say is so good, they want to
praise it as an evidence-based pro-
gram—and well they should, and well
they have in the course of the several
years I have served on the committee—
this program is frozen at the same
amount of funds that it had 5 years
ago.

Though the need has grown, though
the fraction of children who are served
is minuscule compared with the need,
they refuse to provide the resources to
help other families like Alaska and
Jimmy’s.

It is clear, we can’t just throw money
at this problem or any other, but some-
times the only substitute that I hear
from my Republican colleagues is to
throw words at the problem like we
have heard today: caring, soothing, em-
pathetic words, but words that are no
substitute for meaningful action.

Indeed, it is great to hear about sup-
port for an evidence-based program.
Where is the evidence for these
changes?

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I yield an additional 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, where
is the evidence today? It couldn’t be
produced in committee. Where is the
evidence for one of these changes?
Where is the evidence for freezing this
funding?

We proposed to fully fund it, and I
proposed to do it with a simple tax
compliance measure that wouldn’t
have raised taxes on anyone, but it
would have provided the resources for
this home visiting program to do its in-
tended purpose.

This measure, as proposed, should be
rejected, and we ought to support gen-
uine home visiting that reaches more
American families and protects them,
just as it has for so many families in
Texas.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. ESTES).

Mr. ESTES of Kansas. Madam Chair,
I rise today in support of H.R. 2824, the
Increasing Opportunity and Success for
Children and Parents through Evi-
dence-Based Home Visiting Act.

We need more support for early child-
hood, and to support families in that
effort. They need to be evidence-based
programs to ensure that we get more of
the right beneficial programs imple-
mented.

This bill seeks to strengthen the
home visiting services to families in
at-risk communities, and that is im-
portant because it will help reduce in-
fant abuse and neglect across America.

The law’s six benchmark areas will
improve maternal and newborn health
and will increase families’ economic
self-sufficiency. It also looks to better
the coordination between community
resources.

I would like to thank Chairman
BRADY and Chairman SMITH for putting
forth this piece of legislation.
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Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr. THOMP-
SON).

Mr. THOMPSON of California.
Madam Chair, I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I thank Mr. DAVIS for his
great leadership on this issue.

Madam Chair, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this bill.

Since its inception, MIECHV has
been universally hailed as a tremen-
dous success. It works, and it is cost ef-
fective. Participants like it; State and
local governments like it; Democrats
like it; and Republicans like it. It helps
young families get off to a running
start and makes sure that kids get the
hand they need to stay on track.

I have seen this program work. The
Nurse-Family Partnership program in
Solano County, in my district, helps
moms get the care and the support
they need to have a healthy pregnancy
and to learn to care for their babies.
Home visits teach these new young
moms the basics of raising healthy
kids, helping them become more self-
sufficient.

But instead of building on these suc-
cesses and giving community programs
the support they have been asking for,
today the Republicans are focusing on
undermining a great record of progress.
Take, for instance, the new matching
requirements in this bill.

When Congress created MIECHYV, we
authorized money for Tribes that don’t
have the resources to build home vis-
iting programs on their own. This bill
would force those Tribes to attribute
matching money—which they don’t
have—to keep their program going.
That is a death sentence to Tribal pro-
grams like the one in my district in
Lake County, California.

With the passage of this bill, we are
shortchanging hundreds of vulnerable
families that rely on these programs.
In addition, poor communities—not
just Tribal communities, but poor com-
munities across the country—have the
same funding challenges, and these are
most often the areas that benefit the
most from MIECHV. This bill hurts
people in those communities.

With this bill, we are not empowering
communities to raise healthy children;
we are undermining a great bipartisan
program, and for that I stand in opposi-
tion to this piece of legislation.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Indiana (Mrs. WALORSKI).

Mrs. WALORSKI. Madam Chair, I ap-
preciate Chairman SMITH’s support and
the work he has done on this bill.

Madam Chair, I rise in strong support
of the Increasing Opportunity and Suc-
cess for Children and Parents Through
Evidence-Based Home Visiting Act. In
my home State of Indiana, three of the
nine counties eligible for MIECHV
funds are in my district.

In April, I had the pleasure of vis-
iting with Healthy Families St. Joseph
County to hear firsthand the good
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work they are doing in Indiana’s Sec-
ond District. I heard from a single
mom who had no job, no place to live,
and very little money when she gave
birth to her son; but with the help of
Healthy Families, she turned long odds
into success. The mother gained con-
fidence to raise her son, and her son
gained a shot at a thriving life that he
may not have had without this pro-
gram.

Home visitors helped over 2,600 Hoo-
sier families in situations like this in
Indiana last year.

MIECHYV is a program that gets re-
sults. It works. We know this because
of the statistics, but we hear it in the
stories that they share with us. Par-
ents get the tools and the confidence
they need to raise their children. This
improves outcomes for their children
in the really early critical years and
sets them on a better path as they
grow up. The program helps to root out
deeper issues like drug abuse and do-
mestic violence that destroy families
and hinder a child’s development.

If there is one thing I have learned as
I have heard from people in my district
who successfully broke the cycle of
poverty, it is this: It is one thing to
provide money, but if that money
comes on a one-size-fits-all basis, peo-
ple cannot break the cycle. Checking a
box doesn’t break the cycle. Human
interaction, looking at each person as
an individual and not just a number,
resolving underlying issues unique to
each person’s situation, and having a
person coming alongside, saying, ‘I am
with you; let’s do this together” breaks
the cycle. MIECHYV is a great example
of a program that does this.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this bill.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. CAS-
TOR).

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Madam
Chair, I thank Mr. DAVIS for his out-
standing advocacy on behalf of families
all across America.

Madam Chair, I rise in opposition to
H.R. 2824 because this Republican bill
throws up unnecessary bureaucratic
hoops and roadblocks to the progress
we have made under the Maternal, In-
fant, and Early Childhood Home Vis-
iting initiative.

It is smart policy to target resources
and community experts to families who
are most at risk back home. I have
seen it in action back home in Tampa,
Florida, where experts simply go to the
home and explain to parents the impor-
tance of reading to your young child to
get them ready for school, the impor-
tance of sleep, healthy habits, turning
off the TV, and focusing on being a
family unit. That is why it is so unfor-
tunate that the Republicans are tar-
geting the progress we have made.

We are smarter now. We understand
what is successful, and, unfortunately,
H.R. 2824 would undermine successful
home visiting initiatives by making
policy changes that no expert has
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asked for. Indeed, I checked with my
folks back home at the University of
South Florida and on the ground there
across the Tampa Bay area, and they
say that, no, this bill will jeopardize
the progress that we are making right
now. In fact, they think that the match
requirement will bring to an end the
progress that we have been able to
make because of the pressure on our
State budget.

The way forward is through the bill
that my colleagues—Mr. DAVIS, Mr.
DOGGETT, Ms. DEGETTE—and I have
charted under H.R. 3525, which is a fair-
ly clean reauthorization that doubles
down on what works and doesn’t invest
in the bureaucratic red tape that sim-
ply is not going to help a family suc-
ceed.

So, Madam Chair, I urge the House to
defeat this bill and, instead, to work in
a bipartisan fashion.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chairwoman, I yield the gen-
tlewoman an additional 15 seconds.

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Madam
Chair, instead, I urge the House to de-
feat this bill that is not recommended
by anyone in the field. Instead, let’s
work in a bipartisan way on what
works, what saves taxpayers’ money in
the long run, and, most importantly,
what truly boosts families.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I just want to add for the
RECORD that the State of Florida
matches their funds more than 2 to 1
already, so I am anxious to present the
data here as it becomes necessary and
is helpful to the exchange here.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time to close.

Madam Chair, we know that home
visiting works. There is no doubt about
it. It is evidence based. Nobody has
spoken anything that one would say it
was not needed. It works for families
and children in communities across our
country. We agree about that on a bi-
partisan basis.

So we should not be here today de-
bating a partisan bill, a bill that home
visiting experts say poses a risk to the
program’s survival. We should be mov-
ing forward on a bipartisan bill with-
out policy changes that might shut
down home visiting in some commu-
nities or set it up for failure.

I hope that my colleagues will vote
for the amendments being offered
today that will improve the bill, but I
also have some concerns about the
State match.

No matter what we say, think of
States and territories that have just
been devastated by the floods and hur-
ricanes. It is going to be very difficult
for them to come up with the match
money to keep some programs alive.

So I hope that my colleagues will
vote for the amendments being offered
today that will improve the bill. I re-
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gret that there will not be enough of
them to make this the bill that we had
hoped it would be.

Madam Chairwoman, I urge a ‘‘no”’
vote, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Again, I would like to take this time
to thank my colleagues for taking the
time to consider the reauthorization of
this important program.

The MIECHV Program has bipartisan
support due to its focus on achieving
real results for families. This program
works because its funding is tied to
real evidence. It is imperative that we
continue this program in a responsible
way, partnering with States to in-
crease the program’s success.

I might repeat that for emphasis. It
is imperative that we continue this
program in a responsible way—a rea-
sonable way, I will add—as we partner
with States to increase the program’s
success. This bill shows how we can
prioritize our Federal spending, focus-
ing on programs with evidence that
shows they actually work.

I look forward to moving this bill for-
ward to reauthorize the MIECHV Pro-
gram so more Americans can get the
help they need to get ahead.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

In lieu of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Ways and Means,
printed in the bill, it shall be in order
to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the b5-
minute rule an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the
text of Rules Committee Print 115-33.
That amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be considered as read.

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is as follows:

H.R. 2824

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Increasing Op-
portunity and Success for Children and Parents
through Evidence-Based Home Visiting Act’’.
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Table of contents.

Sec. 3. Continuing evidence-based home visiting
program.

Sec. 4. Continuing to demonstrate results to
help families.

Sec. 5. Reviewing statewide needs to target re-
sources.

Sec. 6. Improving the likelihood of success in
high-risk communities.

Sec. 7. Measuring improvements in family eco-
nomic self-sufficiency.

Sec. 8. Option to fund evidence-based home vis-
iting on a pay for outcome basis.

Sec. 9. Strengthening evidence-based home vis-

iting through state, local, and pri-
vate partnerships.
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Sec. 10. Data exchange standards for improved
interoperability.
SEC. 3. CONTINUING EVIDENCE-BASED HOME VIS-
ITING PROGRAM.

Section 511(5)(1)(H) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 711(5)(1)(H)) is amended by striking
“fiscal year 2017’ and inserting ‘“‘each of fiscal
years 2017 through 2022°°.

SEC. 4. CONTINUING TO DEMONSTRATE RESULTS
TO HELP FAMILIES.

(a) REQUIRE SERVICE DELIVERY MODELS TO
DEMONSTRATE IMPROVEMENT IN APPLICABLE
BENCHMARK AREAS.—Section 511 of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 711) is amended in each
of subsections (d)(1)(A) and (h)(4)(4) by striking
“‘each of”’.

(b) DEMONSTRATION OF IMPROVEMENTS IN
SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—Section 511(d)(1) of such
Act (42 U.S.C. 711(d)(1)) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

‘(D) DEMONSTRATION OF IMPROVEMENTS IN
SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—

‘(i) CONTINUED MEASUREMENT OF IMPROVE-
MENT IN APPLICABLE BENCHMARK AREAS.—The
eligible entity, after demonstrating improve-
ments for eligible families as specified in sub-
paragraphs (4) and (B), shall continue to track
and report not later than 30 days after the end
of fiscal year 2020 and every three years there-
after, information demonstrating that the pro-
gram results in improvements for the eligible
families participating in the program in at least
4 of the areas specified in subparagraph (A)
that the service delivery model or models, se-
lected by the entity, intend to improve.

““(ii) CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN.—If the eligible
entity fails to demonstrate improvement in at
least 4 of the areas specified in subparagraph
(A), the entity shall develop and implement a
plan to improve outcomes in each of the areas
specified in subparagraph (A) that the service
delivery model or models, selected by the entity,
intend to improve, subject to approval by the
Secretary. The plan shall include provisions for
the Secretary to monitor implementation of the
plan and conduct continued oversight of the
program, including through submission by the
entity of regular reports to the Secretary.

““(iii) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary
shall provide an eligible entity required to de-
velop and implement an improvement plan
under clause (ii) with technical assistance to de-
velop and implement the plan. The Secretary
may provide the technical assistance directly or
through grants, contracts, or cooperative agree-
ments.

“(iv) NO IMPROVEMENT OR FAILURE TO SUBMIT
REPORT.—If the Secretary determines after a pe-
riod of time specified by the Secretary that an
eligible entity implementing an improvement
plan under clause (ii) has failed to demonstrate
any improvement in at least 4 of the areas speci-
fied in subparagraph (A) that the service deliv-
ery model or models intend to improve, or if the
Secretary determines that an eligible entity has
failed to submit the report required by clause (i),
the Secretary shall terminate the grant made to
the entity under this section and may include
any unexrpended grant funds in grants made to
nonprofit  organizations under  subsection
(h)(2)(B).”.

(c) INCLUDING INFORMATION ON APPLICABLE
BENCHMARKS IN APPLICATION.—Section 511(e)(5)
of such Act (42 U.S.C. 711(e)(5)) is amended by
inserting ‘‘that the service delivery model or
models, selected by the entity, intend to im-
prove’’ before the period at the end.

SEC. 5. REVIEWING STATEWIDE NEEDS TO TAR-
GET RESOURCES.

Section 511(b)(1) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 711(b)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘Not
later than’ and all that follows through ‘‘state-
wide’’ the 2nd place it appears and inserting
“Each State shall, as a condition of receiving
payments from an allotment for the State under
section 502, review and update the statewide
needs assessment not later than October 1, 2020
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(which may be separate from but in coordina-

tion with the statewide’ .

SEC. 6. IMPROVING THE LIKELIHOOD OF SUC-
CESS IN HIGH-RISK COMMUNITIES.

Section 511(d)(4)(A) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 711(d)(4)(4)) is amended by inserting
““, taking into account the staffing, community
resource, and other requirements of the service
delivery model or models that the eligible entity
may need to develop for the model to operate
and demonstrate improvements for eligible fami-
lies’’ before the period.

SEC. 7. MEASURING IMPROVEMENTS IN FAMILY
ECONOMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY.

Section 511(d)(1)(A)(v) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 711(d)(1)(A)(v)) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘(which shall include measures of em-
ployment and earnings)’’ before the period.

SEC. 8. OPTION TO FUND EVIDENCE-BASED HOME
VISITING ON A PAY FOR OUTCOME
BASIS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 511(c) of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 711(c)) is amended by re-
designating paragraphs (3) and (4) as para-
graphs (4) and (5), respectively, and by inserting
after paragraph (2) the following:

““(3) AUTHORITY TO USE GRANT FOR A PAY FOR
OUTCOMES INITIATIVE.—An eligible entity to
which a grant is made under paragraph (1) may
use the grant to pay for the results of a pay for
outcomes initiative that satisfies the require-
ments of subsection (d) and that will not result
in a reduction of funding for services delivered
under this section while an eligible entity devel-
ops or operates such an initiative.” .

(b) DEFINITION OF PAY FOR OUTCOMES INITIA-
TIVE.—Section 511(k) of such Act (42 U.S.C.
711(k)) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

““(4) PAY FOR OUTCOMES INITIATIVE.—The term
‘pay for outcomes initiative’ means a perform-
ance-based grant, contract, cooperative agree-
ment, or other agreement awarded by a public
entity in which a commitment is made to pay for
improved outcomes that result in social benefit
and direct cost savings or cost avoidance to the
public sector. Such an initiative shall include—

“(4) a feasibility study that describes how the
proposed intervention is based on evidence of ef-
fectiveness;

‘“‘(B) a rigorous, third-party evaluation that
uses experimental or quasi-exrperimental design
or other research methodologies that allow for
the strongest possible causal inferences to deter-
mine whether the initiative has met its proposed
outcomes;

““(C) an annual, publicly available report on
the progress of the initiative; and

‘(D) a requirement that payments are made to
the recipient of a grant, contract, or cooperative
agreement only when agreed upon outcomes are
achieved, except that this requirement shall not
apply with respect to payments to a third party
conducting the evaluation described in subpara-
graph (B).”.

(c) EXTENDED AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Sec-
tion 511(5)(3) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 711(5)(3)) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds’’
and inserting the following:

“(3) AVAILABILITY.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B), funds’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(B) FUNDS FOR PAY FOR OUTCOMES INITIA-
TIVES.—Funds made available to an eligible en-
tity under this section for a fiscal year (or por-
tion of a fiscal year) for a pay for outcomes ini-
tiative shall remain available for expenditure by
the eligible entity for mot more than 10 years
after the funds are so made available.”.

SEC. 9. STRENGTHENING EVIDENCE-BASED HOME
VISITING THROUGH STATE, LOCAL,
AND PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 511 of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 711) is amended by adding
at the end the following:
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“(1) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—

““(1) PROGRAM HOME VISITING SHARE.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity to which
a grant is made under this section for fiscal year
2020 or any succeeding fiscal year shall not use
the grant to cover more than the applicable per-
centage of the costs of providing services or con-
ducting activities under this section during the
fiscal year.

“(B) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—In subpara-
graph (A), the term ‘applicable percentage’
means, with respect to a fiscal year—

“(i) in the case of an eligible entity that is a
State or nonprofit organization—

“(I) 70 percent, in the case of fiscal year 2020;

“(II) 60 percent, in the case of fiscal year 2021;
or

“(III) 50 percent, in the case of fiscal year
2022 or any succeeding fiscal year; or

‘(i) in the case of an eligible entity that is an
Indian Tribe (or a consortium of Indian Tribes),
a Tribal Organization, or an Urban Indian Or-
ganization—

“(I) 100 percent, in the case of fiscal year 2020
or 2021; or

““(I1) 70 percent, in the case of fiscal year 2022
or any succeeding fiscal year.

“(2) NON-PROGRAM HOME VISITING SHARE.—
The share of the costs of providing services or
conducting activities under this section not cov-
ered by grant funds may include—

‘“(A) State expenditures of Federal funds
made available other than under this section ex-
pended for activities under this section;

“(B) State expenditures of State funds ex-
pended for activities under this section as a con-
dition of receiving Federal funds other than
under this section; and

“(C) contributions made for activities under
this section from any other source, paid in cash
or in kind, valued at the fair market value of
such contribution.”’.

() CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
511(h)(2)(A) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 711(h)(2)(4))
is amended in the 2nd sentence by striking
“Such’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in
subsection (1)(1), such’.

SEC. 10. DATA EXCHANGE STANDARDS FOR IM-
PROVED INTEROPERABILITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 511(h) of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 711(h)) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

“(5) DATA EXCHANGE STANDARDS FOR IM-
PROVED INTEROPERABILITY.—

““(A) DESIGNATION AND USE OF DATA EXCHANGE
STANDARDS.—

‘(i) DESIGNATION.—The head of the depart-
ment or agency responsible for administering a
program funded under this section shall, in con-
sultation with an interagency work group estab-
lished by the Office of Management and Budget
and considering State government perspectives,
designate data exchange standards for mnec-
essary categories of information that a State
agency operating the program is required to
electronically exchange with another State
agency under applicable Federal law.

“(ii) DATA EXCHANGE STANDARDS MUST BE
NONPROPRIETARY AND  INTEROPERABLE.—The
data exchange standards designated under
clause (i) shall, to the extent practicable, be
nonproprietary and interoperable.

““(iii) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—In designating
data exchange standards under this paragraph,
the Secretary shall, to the extent practicable, in-
corporate—

“(I) interoperable standards developed and
maintained by an international voluntary con-
sensus standards body, as defined by the Office
of Management and Budget;

“(I1) interoperable standards developed and
maintained by intergovernmental partnerships,
such as the National Information Exchange
Model; and

“(I11) interoperable standards developed and
maintained by Federal entities with authority
over contracting and financial assistance.

‘“(B) DATA EXCHANGE STANDARDS FOR FED-
ERAL REPORTING .—

H7511

‘(i) DESIGNATION.—The head of the depart-
ment or agency responsible for administering a
program referred to in this section shall, in con-
sultation with an interagency work group estab-
lished by the Office of Management and Budget,
and considering State government perspectives,
designate data exchange standards to govern
Federal reporting and exchange requirements
under applicable Federal law.

‘“(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—The data exchange re-
porting standards required by clause (i) shall, to
the extent practicable—

““(I) incorporate a widely accepted, nonpropri-
etary, searchable, computer-readable format;

‘“(11) be consistent with and implement appli-
cable accounting principles;

‘“(II1) be implemented in a manner that is
cost-effective and improves program efficiency
and effectiveness; and

‘“(1V) be capable of being continually up-
graded as necessary.

““(iii) INCORPORATION OF NONPROPRIETARY
STANDARDS.—In designating data exchange
standards under this paragraph, the Secretary
shall, to the extent practicable, incorporate ex-
isting nonproprietary standards, such as the
eXtensible Mark up Language.

‘““(iv) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this paragraph shall be construed to require a
change to existing data exchange standards for
Federal reporting about a program referred to in
this section, if the head of the department or
agency responsible for administering the pro-
gram finds the standards to be effective and effi-
cient.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect 2 years after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

The CHAIR. No amendment to that
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be in order except those
printed in House Report 115-331. Each
such amendment may be offered only
in the order printed in the report, by a
Member designated in the report, shall
be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, shall not
be subject to amendment, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of
the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF

NEBRASKA

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 115-331.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 5, beginning on line 17, strike ‘‘of the
service delivery model or models that the el-
igible entity may need to develop for the
model to operate’ and inserting ‘‘to operate
at least 1 approved model of home visiting”’.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 533, the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. SMITH) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Chair, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Chair, this amendment seeks
to establish a careful balance between
two competing views in regards to
where and how home visiting programs
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should be operated. The law requires
States to operate home visiting pro-
grams in areas of highest need. How-
ever, some States expressed concern
that they have been required to oper-
ate home visiting programs in areas
where they were likely to fail, as they
were not permitted to take into ac-
count staff and community resources
and other requirements of a home vis-
iting model when choosing where to op-
erate.

In the bill I introduced with my col-
leagues, we allowed States to take
these considerations into account, and
States were generally pleased with this
change. However, since the introduc-
tion of the bill, we have received addi-
tional feedback that some changes
might be needed to make sure States
could take into account these factors
but not simply avoid serving actual
areas with the highest need, including
rural areas and remote areas that I
represent, as well as others.

During the Ways and Means markup
of this bill, Representative SEWELL of-
fered an amendment to address this
problem. Although we did not include
her actual amendment in the reported
bill, as we did not have enough time to
review it and consider any unintended
consequences, Representative SEWELL
and I have been able to review her pro-
posal since the markup and discuss its
implications. I am pleased today to
offer this bipartisan amendment to ad-
dress the concerns she and others have
raised.

Specifically, this amendment, com-
bined with the language in the under-
lying bill, allows States to take into
account staffing, community resources,
and other requirements when deter-
mining how to operate their home vis-
iting programs, while requiring that
they operate at least one home visiting
model in those communities with a
high need for services. This ensures
States do not shy away from some of
the most difficult areas, which are
often those that need home visiting
services the most.

I am glad we have been able to work
together on this bipartisan amend-
ment, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the amendment as well as the un-
derlying bill.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition, al-
though I am not opposed to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. SIMPSON).
Without objection, the gentlewoman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. First, I
would like to thank Chairman BRADY
as well as Chairman SMITH for hon-
oring their commitment to work with
me to ensure that the most needy rural
communities are not neglected in this
bill.

I am glad to see that the language I
proposed during the committee mark-
up last week has been included in the
Smith amendment.
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Both my friend from Nebraska and I
represent rural America, and we under-
stand the obstacles that our rural con-
stituents confront on a daily basis.
Moreover, we both believe in the mis-
sion of the MIECHV Program, and we
see how effective it has been in both
rural and urban communities.

One of the reasons why the MIECHV
Program is good policy is because of
the program’s flexibility. While models
like the Nurse-Family Partnership can
be successful in urban and suburban
areas, other evidence-based models like
HIPPY—or Home Instruction for Par-
ents of Preschool Youngsters—can be
incredibly effective in rural areas that
tend to have fewer resources.

This amendment language, which I
offered during the committee markup,
ensures that rural communities with
little resources are not skipped over.
This is a simple and commonsense fix
that has bipartisan support as well as
the support from the Home Visiting
Coalition.

While I appreciate my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle for working
with me to fix this language, I have to
say that I am disappointed that none of
the other commonsense amendments
offered by my Democratic colleagues
were accepted during the markup.

For years, the MIECHV Program has
enjoyed bipartisan support, but I am
afraid that Republican changes in the
underlying legislation we are consid-
ering today, I believe, will hurt the
MIECHV recipients in the long-term
viability of the program.

While I oppose the final passage of
the underlying bill, I, again, want to
thank my friend from Nebraska, as
well as Chairman BRADY, for accepting
my markup amendment language, and
I urge my colleagues to support the
Smith amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, again, I am grateful that Ms. SE-
WELL and I could work together to
come up with this amendment. I cer-
tainly urge its adoption as we do move
forward with the bill.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. SMITH).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. PASCRELL

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 115-331.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 5, strike lines 21 through 26.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 533, the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, this
amendment would strike the provision
in the bill that would add increasing
employment and earnings to the Ma-
ternal, Infant, and REarly Childhood
Home Visiting Program, or MIECHV,
as it is generally referred to.

I, obviously, share the goal of in-
creasing employment and earnings
across the country. However, home vis-
iting is not an employment program. It
is a program to strengthen families to
make kids healthier, safer, and more
ready to learn when they start school.
Those are the outcomes home visiting
models strive for, and those are the
outcomes they achieve.

I mentioned the other day in the
Ways and Means Committee that I
know the good that these programs do
firsthand. In Passaic County—because
most of these programs are run
through counties throughout Amer-
ica—our home visiting program worked
with a pregnant mom expecting a child
with a heart defect.

The baby required open heart surgery
shortly after being born last July.
After the surgery, the newborn contin-
ued to have health complications. At
times, his mom felt depressed and
hopeless and feared that her child was
not going to survive.

The home visiting program’s family
support worker was able to assist the
mom by connecting her to services,
providing her with emotional support,
and acting as a liaison with the hos-
pital where her son was.

We know the negative impact that
postpartum depression can have on new
moms and their babies. The home vis-
iting program was able to connect this
mom to supportive services and re-
sources and alleviate her depression so
that she could be a healthy and pleas-
ant mom. I am happy to report that,
after nearly 3 months in the hospital,
this little boy was finally able to go
home, and his mother continues to
work with the home visiting program
in northern New Jersey.

I don’t think anyone can hear that
story and not see value in the services
that were provided. The home visiting
program helped a mom, like so many
other mothers across America, navi-
gate her newborn son’s healthcare cri-
sis and manage the mental health
issues associated with it.

But under the provision that my
amendment is seeking to strike from
the bill, this outcome would not be
measured as a success. There is some-
thing wrong with that.

Most home visiting models focus on
families with newborns or very small
children and focus on building a par-
ent-child bond. That is a fact. Many
home visiting programs focus on teen
parents and young mothers, and the
priority is to keep them in school and
make sure they continue their edu-
cation.

There are currently 18 evidence-based
home visiting models. None of them
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provide employment services, none of
them measure employment and earn-
ings.

Home visitors have raised concerns
that having to ask families about em-
ployment and earnings would be intru-
sive when you know what the focus of
the program is, and would undermine
the relationship they are trying to
build with families.

Even if the data is collected without
specifically asking families for it,
knowing their performance is being
measured based on their client’s labor
force participation—here is the kernel
of the issue—will likely make home
visitors feel they have to press their
clients to work even if, like in the case
of the mom in Passaic County, that
should not be the main object.

Additionally, this bill provides no
new funding. We are not asking for any
new money here. Any resources de-
voted to supporting work would have
to be diverted from MIECHV’s core
purposes.

I urge my colleagues, Mr. Chairman,
to support this amendment to make
sure children and families served by
this program get the support and serv-
ice that they truly need.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition to
the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, since the creation of the MIECHV
Program, States have been required to
demonstrate their home visiting pro-
grams result in measurable improve-
ments in six benchmark areas specified
in the law.

One of the benchmark areas States
can choose to focus on is ‘“‘improve-
ments in family economic self-suffi-
ciency.” Yet, as the result of changes
made last year under the prior Presi-
dential administration, ‘‘economic self-
sufficiency’ no longer means what you
think it means—increasing work and
earnings. Instead, it was defined as
whether you have health insurance or
are in school.

Clearly, this is not what Congress
meant when the program was created
and included the concept of economic
self-sufficiency. So this bill would
make sure that States, if they choose
to focus on family economic self-suffi-
ciency as one of the four benchmarks
of the six, would measure employment
and earnings as a part of that metric.

Again, States can choose among six
different benchmarks when they decide
which home visiting programs to oper-
ate and what goals they would like to
achieve within those previously estab-
lished by Congress. They don’t have to
choose this metric, as I mentioned ear-
lier. However, when they do explicitly
set out to increase economic self-suffi-
ciency—emphasis on the economic—in-
formation on work and earnings must
be part of what is measured to deter-
mine whether they have achieved their
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goal. I believe it is absolutely critical
that this intent be restored in the law.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to oppose this amendment and support
the underlying bill, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, as I
said, there are currently 18 evidence-
based home visiting models. Also, there
is nothing added to the budget; no
extra currency I am asking for.

I would ask the sponsor of the bill
what he would tell this woman from
Passaic County, New Jersey, one of
many examples that I have. I ask him
what his answer would be to that
woman.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, again, I urge my colleagues to op-
pose the amendment as well as support
the underlying bill, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAS-
CRELL).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. DELBENE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in
House Report 115-331.

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 9, line 16, strike ‘‘Organization’ and
all that follows through line 21 and insert
‘‘Organization, 100 percent.”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 533, the gentlewoman
from Washington (Ms. DELBENE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Washington.

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment would eliminate the dan-
gerous cuts to Tribes who don’t meet
the bill’s match requirement. I urge all
of my colleagues to support it.

I am proud to represent a number of
Tribal communities in the Puget
Sound region that each have a rich his-
tory, identity, and culture. But they
face unique challenges.

The need for home visiting services is
particularly high among American In-
dians and Alaska Natives. Young peo-
ple who live on reservations are twice
as likely to become teen parents. Near-
ly three-fourths of the parents served
by Tribal home visiting services live
below the Federal poverty level. And
the majority of Tribal beneficiaries
have less than a high school diploma.
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The good news is that Tribes are al-
ready using home visiting resources to
implement evidence-based models that
have decreased depression, substance
abuse, and stress among parents, while
improving health among children.

Seventy-seven percent of Tribal
home visiting programs have improved
family outcomes in at least four dif-
ferent areas, such as improving mater-
nal and newborn health, increasing
school readiness, reducing domestic vi-
olence, and strengthening parents’ eco-
nomic self-sufficiency.

The bad news is the need for help in
Indian Country has far exceeded the
limited funding available through the
home visiting program. In fact, less
than half of qualified applications for
Tribal home visiting can be granted
under the current funding levels.

Some States have tried to address
these shortages with State resources,
like my home State of Washington,
which has voluntarily used State fund-
ing to meet the needs of Tribal fami-
lies. But it is not enough.

The underlying bill provides no new
resources to address the nationwide
shortfall in Tribal funding. Instead, it
adds a match requirement that could
be the end of home visiting on reserva-
tions altogether.

Most Indian Tribes struggle economi-
cally and already face challenges pro-
viding help to families. I understand
that Tribal administrators have said
almost none of them could meet the
match requirement in this legislation.

Indian Tribes have also generally
considered Federal match require-
ments to be a violation of Tribal sov-
ereignty. As such, they may have to
refuse the funds and shut down home
visiting programs if the bill is enacted
with the match requirement.

I appreciate that the chairman has
delayed the implementation of the
Tribal match and reduced it to 30 per-
cent. But, realistically, the effect will
be simply to give Tribes more time to
shut down their home visiting pro-
grams. The match requirement will
still be completely unworkable for
them in 2022.

The Federal Government has a re-
sponsibility to our Tribal communities
to do everything we can to support
their people, strengthen their families,
and expand economic opportunity.

Mr. Chairman, the underlying bill
takes a dangerous step in the wrong di-
rection for our Tribes, but we still have
the opportunity to stop it.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘‘yes” on my amendment, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-

tlewoman from  Washington (Ms.
DELBENE).
The amendment was agreed to.
[0 1445
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MRS. MURPHY OF
FLORIDA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in
House Report 115-331.
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Mrs. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 14, after line 9, insert the following:
SEC. 11. ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.

Section 511(j) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 711(j)) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“(4) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—To the extent
that the grant amount awarded under this
section to an eligible entity is determined on
the basis of relative population or poverty
considerations, the Secretary shall make the
determination using the most accurate Fed-
eral data available for the eligible entity.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 533, the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. MURPHY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida.

Mrs. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of my bipartisan
amendment, which is cosponsored by
Congresswoman JENNIFFER GONZALEZ-
CoLON from Puerto Rico and Congress-
woman NYDIA VELAZQUEZ from New
York.

The American citizens in Puerto Rico
and the neighboring U.S. Virgin Islands
are enduring an incredibly difficult sit-
uation in the aftermath of Hurricane
Irma and Hurricane Maria.

As a Member whose central Florida
district is home to over 100,000 individ-
uals of Puerto Rican heritage, I join
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
who have made crystal clear to our
brothers and sisters in Puerto Rico and
the U.S. Virgin Islands that they will
receive all the Federal support they
need to stabilize the situation in the
short term, to rebuild in the medium
term, and to emerge stronger in the
long term.

We are part of one American family.
And like any close-knit family, we al-
ways have each other’s backs, espe-
cially when times are tough.

My amendment will ensure that
Puerto Rico and the other U.S. terri-
tories are treated equally under the
Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood
Home Visiting Program, which the un-
derlying bill reauthorizes. The amend-
ment will implement a recommenda-
tion made by the bipartisan, bicameral
Congressional Task Force on Economic
Growth in Puerto Rico.

This Federal program provides an-
nual grants to States and territories to
fund home visiting services for families
with young children. Visits are con-
ducted by social workers and other pro-
fessionals. They provide parenting edu-
cation and other support services with
a goal of helping at-risk families suc-
ceed. It is a great program that invests
in children and families, helps 1lift
them out of poverty, and increases the
chance that they will become produc-
tive and successful members of society.

In theory, the program treats States
and territories equally when it comes
to the distribution of grant funding. In
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practice, however, Puerto Rico is treat-
ed unfairly. The Department of Health
and Human Services makes allocations
based, in part, on a U.S. Census Bureau
data product on childhood poverty, but
that data does not include information
on Puerto Rico or the other territories.
Therefore, Puerto Rico always receives
the minimum grant allowed by the law,
even though the island of 3.4 million
has a high rate of childhood poverty.

My amendment would simply require
HHS, when making grants, to use the
best Federal data available for every
State and territory and to use an ap-
propriate alternative data source, if
necessary, in the case of Puerto Rico.
This will ensure that Puerto Rico re-
ceives its fair share of funding and not
one penny more and not one penny
less.

I hope my colleagues will support
this amendment and that we will con-
tinue to do everything possible to help
our fellow citizens in Puerto Rico.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition to
the amendment, even though I am not
opposed to it.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I support this amendment, the
Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood
Home Visiting Program, that is de-
signed to serve families with young
children living in communities at risk
of a range of negative outcomes.

Today, HHS allocates money for
MIECHYV based on the share of children
under age 5 in families at or below 100
percent of the Federal poverty line liv-
ing in each State and territory.

It is imperative that the distribution
of funds is done using the most accu-
rate and up-to-date information so we
can use our limited resources to target
those most in need.

I thank the sponsors of this amend-
ment, Representatives MURPHY,
GONZALEZ-COLON, and VELAZQUEZ, for
bringing this issue to our attention and
for offering this amendment.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, in closing, I would simply reit-
erate my hope that my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle will support this
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I urge support of this amendment
and the underlying bill so that we can
help children.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Mrs. MURPHY).

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair, I
move that the Committee do now rise.
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The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. RICE
of South Carolina) having assumed the
chair, Mr. SIMPSON, Acting Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2824) to amend title
V of the Social Security Act to extend
the Maternal, Infant, and Early Child-
hood Home Visiting Program, had
come to no resolution thereon.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 51 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
O 1514
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. UPTON) at 3 o’clock and
14 minutes p.m.

———

INCREASING OPPORTUNITY AND
SUCCESS FOR CHILDREN AND
PARENTS THROUGH EVIDENCE-
BASED HOME VISITING ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 533 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2824.

Will the gentleman from Tennessee
(Mr. DUNCAN) kindly take the chair.

O 1515
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
2824) to amend title V of the Social Se-
curity Act to extend the Maternal, In-
fant, and Early Childhood Home Vis-
iting Program, with Mr. DUNCAN of
Tennessee (Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
amendment No. 4, printed in House Re-
port 115-331, offered by the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. MURPHY),
had been disposed of.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. PASCRELL

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, the unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 115-331 offered by the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAS-
CRELL) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the
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RECORDED VOTE
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The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 191, noes 231,
not voting 11, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Banks (IN)
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn

[Roll No. 535]

AYES—191

Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

NOES—231

Blum

Bost

Brady (TX)
Brat
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Coffman
Cole

Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Soto
Speier
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Dayvis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donovan

Duffy Kinzinger Rogers (KY)
Duncan (SC) Knight Rohrabacher
Duncan (TN) Kustoff (TN) Rokita
Dunn Labrador Rooney, Francis
Emmer LaHood Rooney, Thomas
Estes (KS) LaMalfa J.
Farenthold Lamborn Roskam
Faso Lance RoOSS
Ferguson Latta Rothfus
Fit;patrick Lew@s (MN) Rouzer
Fleischmann LoBlondq Royce (CA)
Flores Loudermilk Russell
Fortenberry Love Rutherford
Foxx Lucas Sanford
Franks (AZ) Luetkemeyer :
Frelinghuysen MacArthur ggmel}:ﬁgtm
Gastz Marchant Sense,nbrenner
Gallagher Marino Sessions
Garrett Marshall Shimkus
Gianforte Massie Shuster
Gibbs Mast Simpson
Gohmert McCarthy Smith (MO)
Goodlatte McCaul Smith (NE)
Gosar McClintock Smith (NJ)
Gowdy McHenry Smith (TX)
Graves (GA) McKinley Smucker
Graves (LA) McMorris Stefanik
Graves (MO) Rodgers
Griffith McSally Stewart
Grothman Meadows Stivers
Guthrie Meehan $2§L‘;§
Handel Messer
Harper Mitchell Thompson (PA)
Harris Moolenaar Thornberry
Hartzler Mooney (WV) Tipton
Hensarling Mullin Trott
Herrera Beutler ~ Murphy (PA) Turner
Hice, Jody B. Newhouse Upton
Higgins (LA) Noem Valadao
Hill Norman Wagner
Holding Nunes Walberg
Hollingsworth Olson Walden
Hudson Palazzo Walker
Huizenga, Palmer Walorski
Hultgren Paulsen Walters, Mimi
Hunter Pearce Weber (TX)
Hurd Perry Webster (FL)
Issa Pittenger Wenstrup
Jenkins (KS) Poe (TX) Westerman
Jenkins (WV) Poliquin Williams
Johnson (LA) Posey Wilson (SC)
Johnson (OH) Ratcliffe Wittman
Jordan Reed Womack
Joyce (OH) Reichert Woodall
Katko Renacci Yoder
Kelly (MS) Rice (SC) Yoho
Kelly (PA) Roby Young (AK)
King (IA) Roe (TN) Young (IA)
King (NY) Rogers (AL) Zeldin
NOT VOTING—11
Bridenstine Johnson, Sam Ros-Lehtinen
Granger Long Scalise
Hanabusa Payne Tiberi
Johnson, E. B. Pelosi
0 1540
Messrs. LUETKEMEYER, POSEY,

WESTERMAN, CARTER of Texas, and
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois changed
their vote from ‘‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

Ms. MATSUI, Messrs. LOEBSACK,
EVANS, Mses. BLUNT ROCHESTER,
DEGETTE, KUSTER of New Hamp-
shire, Mr. RICHMOND, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. BROWNLEY of California,
Mr. VELA, Mses. VELAZQUEZ, and
ADAMS changed their vote from ‘‘no”
to “‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment in the nature of a
substitute, as amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia) having assumed the
chair, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Acting
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Chair of the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having
had under consideration the bill (H.R.
2824) to amend title V of the Social Se-
curity Act to extend the Maternal, In-
fant, and Early Childhood Home Vis-
iting Program, and pursuant to House
Resolution 533, he reported the bill
back to the House with an amendment
adopted in the Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the
Whole?

If not, the question is on the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute, as
amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to recommit at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentlewoman opposed to the bill?

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, I am op-
posed in the current form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. DelBene moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 2824 to the Committee on Ways and
Means with instructions to report the same
back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment:

Strike sections 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Washington is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

O 1545

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, this is
the final amendment to the bill, which
will not kill the bill or send it back to
committee. If adopted, the bill will im-
mediately proceed to final passage, as
amended.

Like all my colleagues on this side of
the aisle, I strongly support reauthor-
ization of the home visiting program
before it expires on September 30. We
know it has an incredible track record
of success improving child and family
outcomes in our most vulnerable com-
munities.

We also support a timely reauthor-
ization of the program before its expi-
ration, to ensure families across the
country who are benefiting from home
visiting do not face a disruption in
services.

Unfortunately, Republicans have put
forward a partisan bill with reckless
policy changes that are not supported
by experts and with only three legisla-
tive days remaining. It is incredibly
disappointing, Mr. Speaker.

Earlier this summer, I got to see
firsthand how impactful this program
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can be. The families who choose to par-
ticipate receive regular home visits
from nurses and social workers, often
from the same neighborhoods, who help
to create healthy and supportive home
environments for children and parents
alike—parents like Jessie, from my
home State of Washington, who strug-
gled before she got connected with
home visiting.

Jessie says: ‘“Home visiting changed
my life and helped me break the cycle
of poor parenting.”

The results can’t be denied. It has
been shown to reduce the likelihood of
child abuse and neglect by 50 percent,
while, at the same time, reducing do-
mestic violence, improving children’s
school readiness, and increasing par-
ents’ self-sufficiency and economic
well-being.

It is precisely the kind of evidence-
based model that we know gives us a
great return. Unfortunately, there are
huge unmet needs for home visiting
services across the country. Last year,
more than 29,000 eligible families were
unserved in Washington State alone.

That is why I am so disappointed this
legislation fails to make the meaning-
ful investments we need to lift more
families out of poverty and into the
middle class.

Democrats even offered a proposal to
double funding over 5 years, which was
fully paid for, but the majority refused
to allow a vote. Instead, they have in-
cluded objectionable policy changes
that are not supported by experts who
have said the bill’s matching require-
ment for States is the single greatest
threat to home visiting.

We should not be taking steps that
undermine the program or that reduce
the number of States and communities
that are working to help families
thrive.

We should also not have waited to
consider this issue until days before
the program expires, like we have done
with the Children’s Health Insurance
Program, or CHIP, the Community
Health Center Fund, the National
Health Service Corps, and so many
other programs that are essential for
the children and families that we rep-
resent.

It is unacceptable that so many pro-
grams are at risk due to Congressional
inaction. We need to do a better job of
providing families, States, and pro-
viders the long-term stability that
they need.

My amendment is a step in the right
direction. It eliminates the bill’s dan-
gerous policy changes and, instead,
provides a clean, 5-year reauthoriza-
tion of the home visiting program, giv-
ing States, counties, and Tribes the
tools and visibility they need to help
more children and families succeed.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to vote ‘‘yes.”” Home visiting
has a long history of bipartisan sup-
port, and I hope we can come together
to take the program forward, not back-
ward.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I claim the time in opposition to
the motion to recommit the pending
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in opposition to the motion to
recommit. This bill is the result of an
open process. In fact, several amend-
ments were agreed to—in fact, one
sponsored by my colleague who just
spoke—and so I think we should reject
this procedural motion so we can move
on to pass a good underlying bill with
modest reforms.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5-
minute vote on the motion to recom-
mit will be followed by a 5-minute vote
on the passage of the bill, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 191, noes 232,
not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 536]

AYES—191

Adams DeGette Kildee
Aguilar Delaney Kilmer
Barragan DeLauro Kind
Bass DelBene Krishnamoorthi
Beatty Demings Kuster (NH)
Bera DeSaulnier Langevin
Beyer Deutch Larsen (WA)
Bishop (GA) Dingell Larson (CT)
Blumenauer Doggett Lawrence
Blunt Rochester  Doyle, Michael Lawson (FL)
Bonamici F. Lee
Boyle, Brendan Ellison Levin

F. Engel Lewis (GA)
Brady (PA) Eshoo Lieu, Ted
Brown (MD) Espaillat Lipinski
Brownley (CA) Esty (CT) Loebsack
Bustos Evans Lofgren
Butterfield Foster Lowenthal
Capuano Frankel (FL) Lowey
Carbajal Fudge Lujan Grisham,
Cardenas Gabbard M.
Carson (IN) Gallego Lujan, Ben Ray
Cartwright Garamendi Lynch
Castor (FL) Gomez Maloney,
Castro (TX) Gonzalez (TX) Carolyn B.
Chu, Judy Gottheimer Maloney, Sean
Cicilline Green, Al Matsui
Clark (MA) Green, Gene McCollum
Clarke (NY) Grijalva McEachin
Clay Gutiérrez McGovern
Cleaver Hastings McNerney
Clyburn Heck Meeks
Cohen Higgins (NY) Meng
Connolly Himes Moore
Conyers Hoyer Moulton
Cooper Huffman Murphy (FL)
Correa Jackson Lee Nadler
Costa Jayapal Napolitano
Courtney Jeffries Neal
Crist Johnson (GA) Nolan
Crowley Kaptur Norcross
Cuellar Keating O’Halleran
Cummings Kelly (IL) O’Rourke
Davis (CA) Kennedy Pallone
Davis, Danny Khanna Panetta
DeFazio Kihuen Pascrell
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Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan

Polis

Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Banks (IN)
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost

Brady (TX)
Brat
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Emmer
Estes (KS)
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gianforte
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Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema

Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Soto

Speier

Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)

NOES—232

Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Jones
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (PA)

Thompson (MS)

Titus

Tonko

Torres

Tsongas

Vargas

Veasey

Vela

Velazquez

Visclosky

Walz

Wasserman
Schultz

Waters, Maxine

Watson Coleman

Welch

Wilson (FL)

Yarmuth

Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
dJ.
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
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Woodall Yoho Young (IA)

Yoder Young (AK) Zeldin
NOT VOTING—10

Bridenstine Johnson, Sam Scalise

Granger Long Tiberi

Hanabusa Payne

Johnson, E. B. Ros-Lehtinen

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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Mr. ADERHOLT changed his vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 214, noes 209,
not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 537]

AYES—214
Abraham Emmer Latta
Aderholt Estes (KS) Lewis (MN)
Allen Farenthold LoBiondo
Amodei Faso Loudermilk
Babin Ferguson Love
Bacon Fitzpatrick Lucas
Banks (IN) Fleischmann Luetkemeyer
Barletta Flores MacArthur
Barr Fortenberry Marchant
Barton Foxx Marino
Bergman Franks (AZ) Marshall
Bilirakis Frelinghuysen Mast
Bishop (MI) Gallagher McCarthy
Bishop (UT) Gianforte McCaul
Black Gibbs MecClintock
Blackburn Gohmert McHenry
Blum Goodlatte McKinley
Bost Gowdy McMorris
Brady (TX) Graves (GA) Rodgers
Brooks (IN) Graves (LA) McSally
Buchanan Graves (MO) Meadows
Buck Grothman Meehan
Bucshon Guthrie Messer
Budd Handel Mitchell
Burgess Harper Moolenaar
Byrne Hartzler Mooney (WV)
Calvert Hensarling Mullin
Carter (GA) Herrera Beutler Murphy (PA)
Carter (TX) Higgins (LA) Newhouse
Chabot Hill Noem
Cheney Holding Norman
Coffman Hollingsworth Nunes
Cole Hudson Olson
Collins (GA) Huizenga Palazzo
Collins (NY) Hultgren Palmer
Comer Hunter Paulsen
Comstock Hurd Pearce
Conaway Issa Peterson
Cook Jenkins (KS) Pittenger
Costello (PA) Jenkins (WV) Poe (TX)
Cramer Johnson (LA) Poliquin
Crawford Johnson (OH) Posey
Cuellar Joyce (OH) Ratcliffe
Culberson Katko Reed
Curbelo (FL) Kelly (MS) Reichert
Davidson Kelly (PA) Renacci
Davis, Rodney King (IA) Rice (SC)
Denham King (NY) Roby
Dent Kinzinger Roe (TN)
DeSantis Knight Rogers (AL)
DesdJarlais Kustoff (TN) Rogers (KY)
Diaz-Balart Labrador Rohrabacher
Donovan LaHood Rokita
Duffy LaMalfa Rooney, Thomas
Duncan (SC) Lamborn dJ.
Dunn Lance Roskam

Ross

Rothfus
Rouzer

Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)

Adams
Aguilar
Amash
Arrington
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Biggs
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brat
Brooks (AL)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duncan (TN)
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard

Bridenstine
Granger
Hanabusa
Johnson, E. B.

Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner

NOES—209

Gaetz
Gallego
Garamendi
Garrett
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gosar
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Harris
Hastings
Heck
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Jones
Jordan
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Massie
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
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Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Zeldin

Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rooney, Francis
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Soto
Speier
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth
Yoho
Young (IA)

NOT VOTING—10

Johnson, Sam
Long

Payne
Ros-Lehtinen

Scalise
Tiberi
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
0 1604

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, on roll call No.
537 (Passage of H.R. 2824—Increasing Op-
portunity and Success for Children and Par-
ents through Evidence-Based Home Visiting
Act), | did not cast my vote. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on passage
of this bill.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, due to a per-
sonal conflict, | was unable to make votes.
Had | been present, | would have voted:
“Yea” on rollcall No. 532, “Yea” on rolicall No.
533, “Yea” on rolicall No. 534, “Nay” on roll-
call No. 535, “Nay” on rollcall No. 536, “Yea”
on rollcall No. 537.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3005

Mr. O'HALLERAN. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that my name
be removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 3005.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNN). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

———
APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUAL TO
THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE

DRUG POLICY COMMISSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section 603 of
the Department of State Authorities
Act, Fiscal Year 2017 (Pub.L. 114-323),
and the order of the House of January
3, 2017, of the following individual on
the part of the House to the Western
Hemisphere Drug Policy Commission:

Mr. Matt Salmon of Mesa, Arizona

CONGRATULATING DR. RORY
COOPER

(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-

marks.)

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize an Army veteran
and University of Pittsburgh engineer,
Dr. Rory Cooper, for his achievements
and impact on society.

While serving as a soldier, Rory was
injured in an accident that left him
paralyzed from the waist down. Despite
the challenges presented by his dis-
ability, Dr. Cooper earned his Ph.D. in
electrical and computer science from
the University of California, Santa
Barbara. His education and passion for
helping others with disabilities led him
to found the Human Engineering Re-
search Laboratories at the University
of Pittsburgh.

Along with his team of researchers,
Dr. Cooper is credited with 25 patents
that have significantly advanced
wheelchair technology and benefited
tens of thousands of veterans.

Mr. Speaker, this week, Dr. Cooper
will be presented with the Samuel J.
Heyman Service to America Medal. I


bjneal
Text Box
 CORRECTION

October 2, 2017 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H7517
September 26, 2017, on page H7517, the following appeared: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the bill. This is a 5-minute vote. The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were_ayes 214, noes 209,

The online version has been corrected to read: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the bill. The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes appeared to have it. Recorded Vote Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. A recorded vote was ordered. The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 5-minute vote. The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were_ayes 214, noes 209,


H7518

thank Dr. Cooper for his work and con-
gratulate him on this achievement.

———

DISAPPEARANCE OF MEXICAN
STUDENTS NEEDS MORE INVES-
TIGATION

(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, 3
years ago today, 43 students from
Ayotzinapa, Mexico, disappeared.

I recently traveled to Mexico where 1
spoke with many of their parents and
the family members of the students
who disappeared. I was humbled by the
strength that they show. After a 3-year
struggle, they have asked for answers
to two simple questions: What hap-
pened that night when their children
were taken; and where are they now?

On this third anniversary of their
loss, I am repeating my past calls for
the Mexican Government to prioritize
their search for the students, to bring
justice to those responsible for their
disappearance, and to investigate any
obstruction of justice.

If the Mexican Government cannot
do this, I urge them to allow the inde-
pendent panel of experts to expand on
their initial investigation. The stu-
dents, their parents, and the Mexican
people deserve answers.

——

CHRONIC ABSENTEEISM IS A
CONCERNING TREND

(Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. Mr.
Speaker, September is the time when
students return back to school, and it
also marks Attendance Awareness
Month.

Chronic absenteeism is a concerning
trend in my district in southwest
Washington State and across America.
In the 2013-2014 school year, more than
6.8 million students missed enough
class to be considered chronically ab-
sent.

My State of Washington has the sec-
ond highest chronic absenteeism rate
in the country, with 25 percent of stu-
dents being chronically absent. We can
do better.

To understand the challenges locally,
I recently met with several super-
intendents in southwest Washington,
and there are a myriad of issues that
these students are facing.

We are trying to address some of
these with H.R. 1864, the Chronic Ab-
senteeism Reduction Act, which I have
introduced with my Democratic col-
league, TIM RYAN from Ohio.

This bill would empower schools to
solve attendance problems locally,
using such tactics as partnering with
local health, transportation, and social
service providers, and implementing
school-based mentoring programs.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
cosponsor this bill.
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HELP FELLOW AMERICANS IN
PUERTO RICO

(Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute
and to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, we are right now
witnessing a humanitarian crisis—not
in some far-flung corner of the world,
but right here at home. Mr. Speaker,
3% million of our fellow Americans in
Puerto Rico, fellow U.S. citizens, are
without water and without electricity,
cut off from the rest of the world.
These are our fellow Americans.

Puerto Ricans are just as American
as we are. They have fought in every
single one of our American wars. They
need our help now. This is what we do
best as Americans.

When there is a crisis, we come to-
gether and help our fellow Americans.
We must act now. This should be the
number one priority of Congress and
the White House this week, and we
should not leave here until we have let
the millions of people in Puerto Rico
know that we will be there for them.

——
0 1615
HONORING GOLD STAR MOTHERS

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, Sunday marked a special
kind of Mother’s Day: Gold Star Moth-
er’s Day. Since 1936, the Nation has ob-
served Gold Star Mother’s Day on the
last Sunday in September. The Presi-
dent humbly proclaimed Gold Star
Mother’s and Families’ Day this Sun-
day, September 24.

Our Gold Star Mothers should be
honored and offered respect and grati-
tude for their personal sacrifice. Gold
Star Mother’s Day is intended to pay
tribute to women who have experienced
tremendous personal loss on behalf of
our country.

Mr. Speaker, our Gold Star Mothers
serve as a strength and inspiration for
this country. They are part of an exclu-
sive group, one that no one ever hopes
to belong to. One can hardly imagine
the deep pain and anguish that a moth-
er experiences when losing a child, par-
ticularly in military action.

May we always honor the Gold Star
Mothers of America for their courage,
their strength, and their sacrifice.
They bear their cross with honor. The
memory of their children lives on not
only in their hearts, but in the heart of
this Nation.

———

TRADE AND JOBS HEARING IN
BROOK PARK, OHIO

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, during
the August recess, I organized a dis-
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trict field hearing to hear firsthand ac-
counts from America’s workers, my
constituents, on NAFTA’s disastrous
job impacts. These voices must be
heard and listened to as our Nation re-
negotiates NAFTA. These real stories
are the people who live the impacts of
Washington’s agreements.

I thank the Local United Auto Work-
ers Chapter 1250 for graciously hosting
us, a region that lost over 14,500 jobs
after NAFTA’s passage to Mexico and
to Latin America.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the testimony of Amy Hanauer of Pol-
icy Matters Ohio, Donnie Blatt of the
United Steelworkers, and Mark Payne
of the United Auto Workers.

AMY HANAUER, POLICY MATTERS OHIO

Representative Kaptur and others, thank
you for the opportunity to testify today
alongside these strong community leaders.
I'm Amy Hanauer and I run Policy Matters
Ohio, a policy research institute dedicated to
creating a more vibrant equitable, sustain-
able, and inclusive Ohio. Find us online at
www.policymattersohio.org.

Trade and jobs in Ohio: Key principles to
improve outcomes for workers

NAFTA and other trade agreements have
eliminated jobs in Ohio and the United
States. Manufacturing remains an essential
part of Ohio’s economy, despite its down-
turn. Smart policy can strengthen Ohio man-
ufacturing while making our economy
greener and stronger Some key recommenda-
tions include:

Invest in infrastructure, particularly clean
energy

Invest in solar panels and wind turbines

Structure these projects carefully,
prioritizing good jobs and diverse workers

Support American manufacturing through
proven programs

Support manufacturing
grams

Buy American when spending public dol-
lars

Support smart worker training

Improve trade agreements

Increase worker protections

Improve environmental standards

Eliminate special courts

As we have long documented at Policy
Matter, the North American Free Trade
Agreement and other trade agreements have
not accomplished what they were supposed
to in Ohio. Our current trade rules favor
multi-national corporations and their inves-
tor over workers and citizens. As a result,
these policies have reduced the quantity and
quality of domestic jobs, thereby exacer-
bating wealth inequality. Many multi-
national corporations that once employed
people here have instead located in places
with lower wages, fewer environmental regu-
lations, and weaker labor regulations.
NAFTTA rules made that shift easier.

One reason these deals have been so de-
structive is that they transfer power away
from citizens and to international investors.
They bar nations, states, and cities from en-
acting labor and environmental policies that
protect the public. They block local govern-
ments from using policy to boost demand for
domestic products, such as local sourcing.

NAFTA was promoted as being broadly
helpful to Americans and our trading part-
ners. But the economist Susan Helper re-
cently testified that NAFTA slowed wage
growth in U.S. industries and regions. This
hurt not just manufacturing workers, but
also service employees, as displaced manu-
facturing workers sought jobs in restaurants
and retail and as laid-off workers had less to

extension pro-
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spend in the economy. In Mexico as well,
wages stayed mostly flat even though pro-
ductivity increased. Mexican manufacturing
wages remain well under 20% of U.S. manu-
facturing wages.

The Economic Policy Institute found that
NAFTA cost the U.S. 683,000 jobs from 1994 to
2010. Manufacturing, as a sector, lost the
most, 60.8 percent. Geographically, Midwest
states like Ohio took the hardest hit.
NAFTA also displaced Mexican small farm-
ers and business owners, and did not raise
wages relative the U.S. Despite that, the
treaty became a model for the World Trade
Organization, China trade mnormalization,
and other deals As a result of all of these,
economist Jeff Faux estimates an additional
net loss of 2.7 million U.S. jobs and econo-
mist Josh Bivens found that the typical
American with just high school degree loses
$1,800 a year.

Manufacturing has declined, but remains
an essential part of Ohio’s economy. One in
eight Ohio employees works in manufac-
turing. We had 687,000 manufacturing work-
ers in 2015: only California and Texas have
more. Average wages of $1,119 a week were
249 percent higher than in other sectors.
Ohio manufacturers contributed $108 billion
to the economy in 2015, 17.8 percent of the
total for the state. So that sector is respon-
sible for one in every six dollars and one in
every eight jobs in Ohio. The typical worker
with a high school diploma and no college
earns $2.99 more per hour in manufacturing.

While the sector has generally lost employ-
ment over the past several decades and in
the most recent recession, some signs point
to a partial recovery. Good policy, including
trade policy, can make this more likely.
There are clear things we can do to improve
policy so that workers and the environment
on all sides of the border are better pro-
tected.

At Policy Matters, we recommend three
large policy priorities to address these
issues:

Invest in infrastructure, especially energy:
America’s infrastructure is crumbling
around us and we are completely under-
invested in infrastructure that would reduce
energy use and address other environmental
problems. We should get to work now, up-
grading, maintain, and building infrastruc-
ture that would strengthen our communities
and make our planet more sustainable, and
we should make sure that American products
are used throughout these projects. To name
a few priorities:

We should install solar panels on every
public building in the United States, buying
from American companies and having union-
ized tradespeople do the installation. Right
here in Cleveland there are entrepreneurs
selling solar panels and they argue that even
here in snowy Cleveland, many residential
solar installations now pay for themselves in
less than a decade and commercial systems
will pay for themselve in less than six years.
Representative Kaptur is a longtime cham-
pion of this approach, and Toledo, with its
extensive glass-making history, has a strong
supply chain that could play a key role in
this work.

We should be installing wind turbines
wherever appropriate, using Ohio’s substan-
tial supply chain to produce component
parts for these turbines. Here in Cleveland,
we continue to want to see the Lake Erie
Economic Development Company project
build the first fresh water wind farm in the
country on Lake Erie. We got some great
news just this week that this project cleared
another hurdle and is moving forward—but
movement has been much slower than need-
ed because public policy at the federal and
state level just down no incentivize this kind
of job-creating energy-generating invest-
ment.
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These projects should be structured care-
fully. There are sound principles at the
website millionsofjobs.org that I encourage
you to look at, but some of the elements we
support include supporting direct public in-
vestment, not tax giveaways for corporate
subsidies and making sure that these
projects are union-built, have inclusive
workforces that represent the diversity of
the communities in which they’re being
done, and have worker and environmental
protections. SA mentioned, all of these
projects should pay decent wages, should
source from U.S. made products, and should
prioritize the needs of disadvantaged com-
munities—both urban and rural. Finally,
these projects should be paid for through
fair, progressive taxes so that the wealthiest
Americans and giant corporations who reap
the greatest economic benefit from public
goods pay their fair share.

Support American manufacturing through
proven programs:

Manufacturing Extension Partnerships
(MEPs) help manufacturers work together to
solve problems and find solutions to assist
their sector. They assist with research and
development, commercialization, joint mar-
keting and branding, worker training, identi-
fying new technology, share investments
like makerspaces, and reshoring. The federal
government should deepen investments in
MEPs. Instead President Trump’s budget
proposal threatens to entirely eliminate this
modest but successful program. Similarly,
the manufacturing innovation institutes
that have been so successful, including one
in Youngstown, face 70% cuts in the Trump
budget.

Buy American: We should Buy America
provisions for all public spending at all lev-
els of government. Senators Rob Portman
and Sherrod Brown have both voiced support
for these important provisions and I would
urge you to join in that support. The Trump
Administration should apply Buy America to
all federally-funded infrastructure projects.
President Trump’s intent in this area is not
entirely clear and we should encourage him
to make good on promise he has made to
support American products. While Buy
America rules apply to some federal infra-
structure programs, many taxpayer-funded
projects still lack rules requiring the use of
American-made projects. Brown’s proposed
legislation would ensure Buy America rules
apply to all federally-assisted projects.

Invest in worker training: The Workforce
Investment and Opportunity Act, WIOA,
trains and educates workers, focusing on ca-
reer pathways and apprenticeships. By incor-
porating a strong understanding of the labor
market, WIOA is transforming the workforce
system for those who face significant bar-
riers to employment. The act pushes the
public sector to better serve low-skilled, low-
income adults so they can achieve not just
self-sufficiency, but real economic mobility.
Ohio trains have been working hard to take
advantage of these new approaches. For Ohio
workers who face barriers to employment
and tough job markets, it’s essential that we
all deliver. Yet, this program too is on the
chopping block under the Trump Adminis-
tration. The Trump budget calls for cuts of
approximately $1 billion from the WIOA pro-
gram. The cuts represent about a 40 percent
reduction from current funding levels and
would have devastating impacts on states
and local communities seeking to address
the kill needs of businesses and jobseekers.
Instead of cutting WIOA, we should be en-
hancing it.

Improve trade agreements.
passes three primary provisions.

Increase worker protections. NAFTA has
reduced bargaining power for workers in
both the U.S. and Mexico. Workers and their

This encom-
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representatives have little ability to object
to sweatshop conditions or labor law viola-
tions. At most they can call for consulta-
tions that have no enforcement mechanisms.
Investors have much more power to object
and much stronger mechanisms to do so.
Worker representatives from all countries in
an agreement should be brought in to pro-
pose standards. I encourage this committee
to consul the AFL-CIO (2017) and the Roo-
sevelt Institute (Tucker, 2017) about how
best to remedy this in renegotiation.

Improve environmental protection. Envi-
ronmental protections in NAFTA are rel-
egated to side agreements with no enforce-
ment provisions. This is why we’ve seen
more use of polluting fossil fuels, less protec-
tion of greenspace and forests, and more
deeply problematic mining since NAFTA.
Other testimony today provides more detail
on how best to address environmental con-
cerns, but minimally, those who breathe the
air, drink the water, and suffer from global
warming should have as much power as
multination corporations to raise their
issues. (350.org et. Al, 2017)

Eliminate special courts for investors.
NAFTA established special courts where
firms can challenge government policies that
affect their investments. These ‘‘investor-
state dispute settlement” (ISDS) mecha-
nisms undermine democracy and national
sovereignty. This system should be elimi-
nated so that citizens again have the ability
to advocate for the laws they think will best
protect their communities.

In sum, there is much that federal policy
can do to create fair trade, to promote Amer-
ican manufacturing, and to improve job
quality and availability. We decide the kind
of economy we want to have and we can
choose one that does more for our families,
communities, and planet. We appreciate
your interest in exploring and further those
policies.

DONNIE BLATT, ASSISTANT TO THE DIRECTOR,
UNITED STEELWORKERS—DISTRICT 1

I would like to thank the sponsors for
holding this event, UAW Local 1250 and its
officers and of course our great Congress-
woman MARCY KAPTUR. Congresswoman
KAPTUR has been a great public servant for
many years and has been a great friend to
the United Steelworkers, not only in her
Congressional District but all over Ohio and
our Nation. I want to thank her personally
for her role in the re-negotiation of the
North American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA). The United Steelworkers have
been involved in the trade debate since
NAFTA was incepted in 1994 and we are
happy for include our voice going forward to
again try to make trade competitive and fair
for all workers, not just in the United
States, but for the workers of our trading
partners as well.

As an International Union that represents
workers in a wide range of sectors, not just
steel but aluminum, tire and rubber, glass,
paper, auto parts, fabrication, public sector
and many more. We have a wide range of
knowledge on trade and how trade affects
not only the U.S. workers, but also the com-
munities where they live. The biggest prob-
lem with NAFTA and similar trade agree-
ments is that it allowed for multi-national
corporations to shift jobs wherever workers
can be exploited and environmental regula-
tions are the weakest. Even with the prom-
ises of great economic growth for all the U.S.
Labor Department certified nearly 1 million
manufacturing jobs has been lost just with
the NAFTA agreement alone.

With NAFTA and other NAFTA-style trade
policies such as Permanent Normal Trade
Relations with China (PNTR), the Central
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America Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA)
and the Korea-U.S. Free Trade Agreement
(KORUS), the United States has closed
roughly 60,000 manufacturing facilities here
at home. To put things into perspective, this
represents 3 times the number of people that
live here in Brook Park, OH. If you would go
around Brook Park today, every man you
would see would be equal to 3 manufacturing
facilities closed, for every woman you would
see would be equal to 3 manufacturing facili-
ties closed and for every child you would see
would be equal to 3 manufacturing facilities
closed. The 60,000 closed facilities equates to
around 5 million lost manufacturing jobs.
This number represents the entire popu-
lation of the states of Montana, Idaho, Wyo-
ming, North Dakota and South Dakota com-
bined. It’s not just about manufacturing
jobs, the U.S. has also experienced job loss in
the sectors of computer programming, call
centers, engineering and service sector jobs
as well and many other employment sectors.
In Ohio alone, since NAFTA, we have lost
over 300,000 manufacturing jobs which is
more than every man woman and child that
lives in the city of Cincinnati.

Along with the jobs that are lost directly
in manufacturing, there are effects to the
local community. First, because manufac-
turing jobs typically pay more than other
jobs in the area, when they are lost there is
a natural downward pressure that is put on
wages and benefits to remaining jobs in the
immediate area. Secondly, the combination
of the lost manufacturing jobs and the down-
ward pressure on the remaining jobs means
less money for the community tax base,
which affects the schools, police and fire de-
partments, roads and bridges and other pub-
lic services. This means the public sector
workers are left struggling to maintain a de-
cent standard of living for their families.
Donald Trump has been right to highlight
NAFTA and the impact it has had on our
trade deficit. Yet his administration has
failed to propose the bold changes needed to
properly replace NAFTA, reduce our trade
deficit, and create more manufacturing jobs
that would raise wages for workers at home
and abroad, as was promised.

There are conditions needed in future trade
agreements that the Trump Administration
has not committed to, to make trade fair
and a level playing field. First, we a strong
and enforceable labor and environmental
standard that will not only lift wages and
protect jobs here at home, but will lift work-
ing conditions abroad. So far the Trump Ad-
ministration only seeks to use the weak and
unenforceable standards from previous
agreements. Second, we ned to end investor
state protections that make it easier for
multi-national corporations to shift jobs
overseas and end investor state dispute set-
tlements that allow corporations to sue the
United States taxpayers because of a law
that may protect its citizens yet may in-
crease corporate production costs. Third, we
need stronger rules of origin laws and close
the back door that allows parts made in
China and Vietnam and assembled in the
United States and labeled made in the USA
in order to get tariff relief protection. Tariff
deduction should not be granted unless the
majority of the product is made here at
home. Lastly, we need to end the NAFTA
ban on ‘“‘Buy America’ so tax dollars can be
used as much as possible to create jobs that
local communities desperately need. The
White House plan to renegotiate NAFTA is
vague on these four points. If the NAFTA re-
negotiations process is going to benefit
American workers we have to hold the White
House more accountable for these promised
changes and more.

Finally, the NAFTA renegotiations cannot
be done behind closed doors with corporate
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advisors dictating the terms of the Agree-
ment. This creates too many conflicts of in-
terests. They must be transparent and ex-
posed to public scrutiny. The United Steel-
workers stand ready to lend their voice and
resources to ensure these points are part of
any NAFTA renegotiations. Thank You Con-
gressman KAPTUR for your work and your
consideration.

NAFTA HEARING, MARK PAYNE

I am here to talk about manufacturing in
Cleveland and the effect NAFTA has had on
our Site. At one time our Site had over 14,000
workers. Our Aluminum Plant phased out
2005 and the equipment was loaded up and
sent to Cifunza, Mexico.

Our Casting Plant phased out in 2010 and
its work was sent to Mexico and Tupy,
Brazil. Engine Plant 2 Phased out in 2012 and
is now sitting idle. This Plant won the
Shingo Award for best quality!

What is the common denominator here?
Bad Trade Agreements!!!!

We battled against the EPA Restrictions in
the Casting Plant. We fought against low
wages from other countries.

How do you compete against poverty
wages? Against lax EPA standards from
other countries? Against a lack of invest-
ment in America?

Across from our Union Hall once stood our
Casting Plant, it is now just an open field

. . Was it dirty work, yes, but it was our
work!!!

Our workers know the effects of a bad
Trade Agreement!

But, we did not have a Level Playing field!

Trade Agreements seeks to drive down our
wages in a race to the bottom. The current
Mexican auto worker wage has even fallen
under NAFTA, from $3.95 an hour to $2.93 an
hour.

With fair competition we have proven that
we will excel in the global marketplace. But
we must have a living wage for a fair day of
work. We must invest in America.

The problem is our Trade agreements ‘‘per-
ception” of progress, without making any.
The problem is our trade agreements reward
Companies that take work out of America.

Are the Trade agreements unlocking the
opportunities for America or are we just wid-
ening the lane for our jobs to leave America?

Trades Agreements has cost Ohio over
323,000 manufacturing jobs. Under NAFTA
the trade imbalance in the auto sector has
grown from $3.5 billon in 1993 to $45.1 billion
in 2016.

Ford will say that they were only fol-
lowing their ‘“Way Forward” Strategy. For
Cleveland NAFTA has been a job Kkilling
strategy.

No one can tell me that low wages mixed
with lax EPA standards was not a part of
Ford’s ‘“Way Forward” decision to relocate
our work.

Nothing stings worse than having your
jobs moved to another country produce the
product you used to make, and have that
same product brought back into this Coun-
try for us to buy.

In Cleveland, we are slowly coming back,
we produce the 3.5 and 3.7 V-6 Ecoboost en-
gines and we were able to accomplish a ‘‘re-
verse NAFTA’, bring work from Spain to
Cleveland when we launched a new 4 cyl en-
gine. We are also slated to produce the en-
gine from the New Ranger/Bronco vehicles
coming out in 2019.

Work coming back to Cleveland is like
Lebron James coming back to the Cavs.
They should have never left! Ohio is a great
place for work to come to . . . no social un-
rest, just hard working men and women from
a blue collar town, building quality engines.

In closing, I want to thank Congresswoman
Marcy Kaptur for fighting the good fight and
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for supporting good paying jobs in America
once again. Congresswoman, Spread our mes-
sage! The UAW has your back!

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, they di-
rectly know the negative impacts of
NAFTA. Amy stressed the changing
nature of manufacturing in Ohio, mak-
ing up one of eight jobs. Donnie dis-
cussed how Ohio has lost over 300,000
manufacturing jobs as well as the im-
perative for a new NAFTA transparent
agreement. Mark Payne spoke about
the need for a continental living wage
and investment in American job
growth. All three emphasized a deal
that works for jobs here in America,
America’s workers, and Buy American
provisions.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues
and the administration to take heed of
their testimony. We need to create jobs
here in America and across this con-
tinent that are living wage jobs.

—

SALUTING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF FORMER MARINE AND ONEI-
DA COUNTY DEPUTY SHERIFF
KURT B. WYMAN

(Ms. TENNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to salute Deputy Kurt B.
Wyman, a Marine Corps veteran and
Oneida County sheriff’s deputy who
was killed in the line of duty in 2011 at
only 24 years old.

Deputy Wyman served with distinc-
tion in Iraq, earning the Iraqi Cam-
paign Medal, Sea Service Deployment
Ribbon, Armed Forces Reserve Medal,
and the Navy and Marine Corps
Achievement Medal. During his service
in the Oneida County Sheriff’s Office,
he was named Rookie of the Year and
earned the Grand Cordon Medal twice.

Following his tragic death, the Dep-
uty Kurt B. Wyman Foundation was
created to celebrate and honor his dis-
tinguished life of service to our com-
munity and our Nation. Through the
foundation’s efforts, the Deputy Kurt
B. Wyman Memorial Park in
Whitestown was constructed as a re-
source for local families.

Each year, an annual fall festival and
a motorcycle ride are held at the park
to honor and remember Deputy
Wyman’s legacy. I am honored to be
joined by so many others who are
grateful citizens by riding my own Har-
ley-Davidson in this beautiful tribute
to Deputy Wyman each year.

Please join me and our entire com-
munity today in celebrating the life of
Deputy Kurt B. Wyman, who paid the
ultimate sacrifice in service to our
community and this great Nation.

———

PUERTO RICO IS FACING A
HUMANITARIAN CRISIS

(Mr. ESPAILLAT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, Puer-
to Rico is facing a humanitarian crisis.
Puerto Rico is in desperate need for us
to assist them. Hurricane Maria, soon
after Hurricane Irma, has left a trail of
destruction for Puerto Rico’s residents.
Currently, 3.5 million American citi-
zens in Puerto Rico are without power,
20,000 people are on a waiting list to
leave the island, and about $85 billion
is needed in recovery funds.

The island and its towns have been
completely cut off by water flooding,
broken bridges, lack of electricity, and
no cell phone service. As a result, there
are displaced senior citizens and chil-
dren who cannot get basic goods and
medical supplies.

The people of Puerto Rico need sup-
plemental funding not next week, but
today. The Jones Act must be waived.
Price gouging by airlines should not be
allowed. Clean water needs to be
shipped to the island, and hospitals
need to be set up.

It is our responsibility as Members of
Congress and U.S. citizens to provide
relief to Puerto Rico, the Virgin Is-
lands, and the small Caribbean coun-
tries in that area. Please, let’s save
Puerto Rico.

———

HURRICANE HARVEY BRINGS NEW
LIFE

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as
Hurricane Harvey’s hammering flood-
waters crept closer and closer to their
home, Annie and her husband, Gary,
became nervously anxious because, you
see, Annie was pregnant and needed to
get to the hospital.

But the 2-mile drive to the hospital
was no longer possible due to high ris-
ing water. So they called 911, but the
lines were busy. Both doctors in train-
ing, the Smiths started preparing for a
home delivery. Finally, a call to
Annie’s school brought a rescue team
to their door. But the waters were still
high and moving fast.

Risking their own lives, numerous
neighbors and firefighters formed a
human life chain, passing Annie along
in the raging floodwaters to a high-
water truck. A few hours later, Annie
brought new life—Adrielle Smith—into
the world.

That is the thing about Texas, Mr.
Speaker, we help each other. That is
what makes us Texas strong.

Congratulations to the Smiths on the
birth of their hurricane daughter,
Adrielle.

And that is just the way it is.

————

CHILDREN’S HEALTH INSURANCE
PROGRAM

(Mr. DEUTCH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr.
the Capitol,

Speaker, across
Republican Senators fi-
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nally decided to cancel the vote on a
disastrous health bill that could have
upended insurance markets and caused
3.2 million Floridians to lose coverage,
increased premiums in my State by an
average of $4,000, and destroyed over
180,000 Florida jobs.

Now, not only did this process threat-
en the health and financial security of
tens of millions of Americans, it also
delayed reauthorization of the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program.

CHIP expires at the end of this week,
but renewing it has taken a backseat
to a cruel health bill motivated by a
political vendetta and the hope of
unlocking Dbillions from campaign
megadonors.

It is time for Congress to get back to
work on CHIP, a program that ensures
nearly 9 million kids get access to
care—375,000 of them in Florida. It has
only become stronger since the passage
of the Affordable Care Act.

I hope my colleagues in the majority
will waste no time in joining me in
supporting this vital program. Let’s
help our children, let’s reauthorize
CHIP, and let’s do it this week.

———

HURRICANE HARVEY

(Mr. CARTER of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Harvey took a lot away from us, but it
couldn’t take away who we are as Tex-
ans. It has shown our resilience and
brought our communities closer to-
gether as we rebuild.

I am very proud of our volunteers
and first responders who have shown
hospitality and heroism to support our
neighbors in need. When disaster
struck, Texans came from across the
State to help our communities rebuild
and recover from this storm.

In my district, central Texans set up
evacuation shelters and donated cloth-
ing and other necessary supplies. Our
soldiers at Fort Hood and our local fire
and rescue teams headed southeast to
assist in lifesaving recovery missions
because that is what Texans do: we
come together to support one another.

I know we will continue to work to-
gether as we rebuild after Harvey and
in the face of anything that comes our
way.

By the way, a great big Texas thank-
you to all our neighbors from across
the United States who also came to
help.

Our hearts go out to those recovering
disaster areas in Florida, Puerto Rico,
the U.S. Virgin Islands, and all other
communities in need of help. Let’s do
it together.

God bless Texas.

————

PUERTO RICO IS FACING A
HUMANITARIAN CRISIS
(Mr. ENGEL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, the people
of Puerto Rico are crying out for help,
and these American citizens need
America’s help. Whenever there is a
disaster anywhere in the country, we
need to move fast. We moved fast when
there was a disaster in Texas recently,
which we unanimously supported.

We cannot afford to wait. People are
dying. Every day it gets worse. There
is lack of food, lack of water, lack of
safety, and lack of electricity. These
are American citizens. We cannot just
allow this to continue to happen.

We must help the people of Puerto
Rico and help the people in the U.S.
Virgin Islands, who are also American
citizens, as well as people in all of the
islands.

It is just a crisis of tremendous pro-
portion, and we have to help—not to-
morrow, not next week, but imme-
diately. These people need our help. We
need to save Puerto Rico, save the U.S.
Virgin Islands, and help and save the
islands of the Caribbean, as we have
done so many times around the world.

Let’s do it now. Let’s do it quickly.
People are waiting for us. We don’t
want to wait until people are dying.

————
MAJOR HURRICANES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, to
my colleagues in the House of Rep-
resentatives, most of whom are not
here right now but perhaps they are
back in their office listening, and real-
ly to the American public and folks
here in the Chamber, it has been a
most interesting week—well, actually,
the last 3 weeks.

The United States has been hit with
three major hurricanes. In Houston,
they say was a b00-year storm. The
Florida Keys, the Virgin Islands, Puer-
to Rico, disasters beyond, in many
cases, human understanding. We have
never seen 50 inches of rain in a matter
of days.

We have seen storms in the Carib-
bean that have been vicious. I don’t be-
lieve we have ever seen one that com-
pletely wiped out an island, leaving 3.5
million people without water and
power, islands in the Florida Keys flat-
tened, and floods throughout most of
Florida.

These are natural disasters.

We look to our neighbors in the
south, and we see Mexico City, that
great capital, once again, lay bare with
an earthquake. Further south and west
of that, another community. Yet, just
yesterday and the day before, another
earthquake.

These are natural disasters.

As Members of Congress representing
350-plus million Americans, we have an
obligation. You heard a couple of our
colleagues speak to this.

I went to bed last night with visions
and pictures of Puerto Rico on the tele-
vision screen. I woke up this morning,
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turned the television on, and it was all
about the President calling a couple of
athletes a name that I should not re-
peat on the floor.

0 1630

What is going on here? How could it
be that, 2 days after the devastation of
Puerto Rico, our President would de-
cide that the appropriate thing for him
to do is to call out African-American
athletes who are protesting the death
of African Americans at the hands of
police?

All of that was followed in just a few
moments by experts who were saying
that we are closer to nuclear war today
than we have been since the Cuban
Missile Crisis in the sixties.

What in the world is going on here?
What is happening? Why are we in this
situation? Why is it that we are not de-
bating here on the floor of the House
how to provide relief to Houston, Flor-
ida, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Is-
lands—our own citizens?

Is there a debate going on in the
House of Representatives in any hear-
ing? No, there isn’t.

Is there a debate on the floor about
the necessity to rebuild, to find the
money to put back the lives of people
who are seriously at risk today?

What are we doing?

Well, here is what we are doing. We
have got a President that is in a third
grade brawl with a world leader. You
may as well be in a classroom or on the
school grounds with a bunch of third
graders calling out each other about
their mother. That is what our Presi-
dent did over the weekend.

How did that promote our humanity,
our empathy? Not a bit.

How did it promote our division? Oh,
it did a very good job of that. We see
fans in the NFL stadiums booing the
athletes.

We see more division in our country.
We see natural disasters. And our re-
sponse? Let’s pass a bill that will cre-
ate a humanitarian crisis for 30 million
Americans who will 1lose their
healthcare over the next decade. That
is what the Senate did over these last
few days, a replication of what hap-
pened here on the floor of the House of
Representatives months ago.

I think Americans thought those
days were over when we would see the
Senate and the House purposely harm
people, purposely set out with legisla-
tion to physically harm people by de-
nying them the health insurance that
they have been provided over the last
few years.

How can it be? How can it be that we
would allow this to happen? But it is
happening.

Thankfully, four Senators stood up
to the President, stood up to the Re-
publican leadership in the Senate and
said: No. No. I am not going to set out
on a vote that is going to harm people.

I thank them. They had courage.

Where were the others? Where were
my Republican colleagues here on this
floor who voted to do exactly the same
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thing months ago? Millions of Ameri-
cans purposely denied their health in-
surance.

Where is the outrage?

It is out there. Take a look at the
polling. Take a look at the disabled
men and women who were in the Sen-
ate Chamber yesterday who were phys-
ically dragged out of there—a fine tes-
tament to America’s democracy.

Where is the outrage? Where is the
outrage that there is not a bill on the
floor this week to take care of Puerto
Rico, the Virgin Islands—American
citizens? I guess there is something
more important to do.

Where is our President? What is his
tweet today? His tweet today is who
knows what. I guess he is going to
Puerto Rico next week, thankfully.
Maybe there will be some humanity ex-
pressed and he will put in motion the
great power of this administration to
bring relief and to ask the Congress to
appropriate the money that is going to
be necessary. Maybe.

Maybe it will be another tweet about
a leader who has the fourth largest
army in the world. You have third
graders on the school ground bullying
and demeaning, and you expect some-
how to go anywhere except into a
brawl?

There is a road that we could take,
but it begins with reducing the rhet-
oric. There is a road we can take with
North Korea. It is called negotiation.

Don’t say it is not possible. It is far
more possible and would have a far bet-
ter outcome than all the bombast, all
the rhetoric, all the threats.

All of us have been in the third
grade. We know what happens when
two boys start fighting on the school
ground.

These boys have awesome weapons.
We have 25,000 U.S. military on the
DMZ border. They are ready to fight.
We have an awesome military. It
should only be used with wisdom. It
should not be put at risk unneces-
sarily. There are tens of thousands of
American servicemembers, spouses,
and children nearby, and millions of
South Koreans and North Koreans.

It is time for our President to speak
softly. We know we have a big stick.
Speak softly. Tone it down. Move to-
ward the negotiations. It would be far
more fruitful. We can do this.

I go back home, as I did this week-
end, and I do my community events.
People come up to me and say: I am
scared; I am frightened. What is our
President doing? Why is he acting this
way? Why is Kim Jong-un acting this
way?

We don’t need another crisis. We
have got to deal with this. We have got
to do it with wisdom, plenty of
strength, and determination. God help
us if we get in a war on the Korean Pe-
ninsula again.

Consider for a moment that the 1953
Korean war never ended. It was an ar-
mistice. It is time for a peace treaty. It
is time to recognize that there are two
countries. It is time to settle this
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down. It is time for this Congress to
turn its attention to the reality of the
crisis that faces Americans—yet we
don’t.

Instead, we have had more than 2
weeks of attention on legislation that
would purposely harm millions upon
millions of Americans by taking away
their health insurance. We have got to
put that behind us. We have got to find
ways to improve the Affordable Care
Act. We must do this. People are hurt-
ing.

There are problems with the Afford-
able Care Act, and we know where the
fixes are, but we can’t get our col-
leagues on the Republican side to work
with us here in the House of Represent-
atives.

Perhaps we will find Senator MURRAY
and Senator ALEXANDER coming back
together again, since it appears as
though the ill-begotten Graham-Cas-
sidy legislation is dead. Maybe Sen-
ators Murray and Alexander can come
back together and work together.

I would ask my Republican col-
leagues here to work with us on the
Democratic side to work towards solu-
tions to strengthen and provide the
necessary changes and fixes to the Af-
fordable Care Act. We can do it.

While we are doing that, let us use
the normal, natural empathy that re-
sides in each one of us to reach out to
those in Puerto Rico, Florida, Houston,
and the Virgin Islands and use our in-
nate compassion to provide the re-
sources for them to rebuild.

Then, let’s take it a step further. In-
stead of calling out Mexico, instead of
getting into a verbal and perhaps eco-
nomic conflict with Mexico, let us
work with Mexico. Reach out to Mex-
ico City now. Provide them with the
assistance that this great country can.
There are so many things we must
spend our time on.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. ESPAILLAT), who
spoke a few moments ago. I ask him to
join me here on the floor.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
want to join the voices that echo the
deep, troubling concern that we shared
this weekend when we saw our Presi-
dent engage in a sterile fight, a child-
ish, almost, type of fight with the NFL
players.

We all know that football, baseball,
and many of our sports have been a
level playing field where many peobple
of different races, ethnicities, and eco-
nomic backgrounds come together and
cheer for a particular team from their
hometown or their region.

Instead of concentrating on bringing
healthcare to millions of Americans or
retreating on failed attempts to repeal
and replace ObamaCare, the President
chose to engage in another activity:
tweeting that insulted Americans
across the country.

Instead of engaging in a real, sub-
stantive discussion about the Dream
Act and DACA recipients, looking at
the provisions of the bipartisan legisla-
tion that has been put forward and co-
sponsored by close to 200 Members of
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this House, led by Congresswoman
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, a Republican
from Florida, and LUCILLE ROYBAL-
ALLARD, a Democrat from California,
instead of going through the provisions
of that bill that could bring relief for
800,000 young people who otherwise
would be potentially deported—they
are larger than any of the congres-
sional districts that any one of us may
represent in this House. Instead of
looking at the provisions of that, roll-
ing up our sleeves and coming here this
week to discuss how we bring relief to
800,000 young people who are working,
going to school, and are members of
our Armed Forces, he chose to engage
in distraction.

Instead of looking at a real humani-
tarian crisis about to ensue in Puerto
Rico, the Virgin Islands, and some of
our neighboring countries of Barbuda,
Dominica, the Dominican Republic,
and the Caribbean, as well as the chal-
lenges of Florida and Houston, instead
of taking a look at a potential humani-
tarian crisis that may ensue in Puerto
Rico and bringing about relief for those
3.5 million Americans, he chose to look
the other way.

We remember how a President hov-
ered in his airplane over New Orleans
and Louisiana as people drowned and
died without getting the help they
needed. This could be our modern-day
Katrina, and yet our President chose to
look the other way.

[ 1645

He could have engaged in bringing
about results. Today, I join Congress-
woman NYDIA VELAZQUEZ and Con-
gressman ADAM SMITH in signing on to
a letter asking the Department of De-
fense to step it up in Puerto Rico.

We ask for a senior general to be ap-
pointed to work with FEMA to manage
the crisis in Puerto Rico and the U.S.
Virgin Islands the same way it was
done for Katrina. We ask for Depart-
ment of Defense engineers and aviation
assets to be deployed to Puerto Rico,
as many of the municipalities up in the
mountains are still cut off from the
general population and have not been
heard of for nearly a week.

We ask for technicians and experts to
bring restoration of power and to work
with telecommunications on the island
because people are still disconnected
from government, from hospitals, from
the police department. There is no cell
service; there is no energy on the is-
land; and we ask for that as well.

We ask, in this letter, for the USNS
Comfort, an offshore medical treat-
ment facility, to be deployed to the is-
land of Puerto Rico. Puerto Rico only
has two hospitals that have been able
to restore power, yet the President
looked this weekend the other way.

For three major pieces and issues
that confront the American people:
healthcare, as it pertains to close to
maybe 30 million people that may lose
their services if this failed attempt to
repeal and replace ObamaCare goes
through; DACA, impacting over close
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to a million young people who go to
school, who work, who are part of our
future economic recovery, who are
members of the Armed Forces; and the
humanitarian crisis, a new-day Katrina
that is about to ensue in Puerto Rico—
for those three issues of great impor-
tance to America, our President looked
the other way.

He chose to engage in tweets; he
chose to insult our local athletes in an
un-Presidential manner; he chose to
turn his back on the American people.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Mr. ESPAILLAT very much for
bringing to our attention the possibili-
ties.

The U.S. military is awesome. I am
very thankful that ADAM SMITH, the
ranking member of the House Armed
Services Committee, together with you
and other colleagues, have called upon
the President to deploy to Puerto Rico
a military task force. The military is
the most organized of all of our Federal
organizations. They have the ability,
they have the resources, and they cer-
tainly have the capability of address-
ing at least the immediate needs of
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands,
and even other islands that have been
devastated in the Caribbean.

Ultimately, the task falls to those of
us who are elected to represent the
American people in the office of the
Presidency, the House of Representa-
tives, or in the Senate. And the ques-
tions we must ask ourselves: Are we
meeting our responsibilities; are we de-
ploying the resources of this Nation to
assist in these devastated commu-
nities; are we providing the funding
necessary to carry out these tasks; or
are we engaged in legislation that
would create a healthcare disaster on
top of the natural disasters?

Well, thankfully, it appears as
though four Senators have stopped a
Republican effort in the Senate that is
a repetition of an effort made here in
the House of Representatives months
ago, to stop the creation of a
healthcare crisis in America.

There is more out there that will be
brought forward. Tomorrow, my col-
leagues on the Republican side will
meet to discuss tax reform. By all ap-
pearances, it appears that tax reform is
likely to turn out—at least their
version of it, is likely to turn out to be
serious tax cuts for the superwealthy
and for corporations with a hope and a
prayer some day that it might create
jobs.

There is precious little economic his-
tory to indicate that that would hap-
pen, but there is a lot of economic his-
tory and studies that indicate you con-
tinue to cut taxes for the superwealthy
and we will have even a more serious
inequality of wealth in the United
States. That is a discussion for tomor-
row and beyond.

Today, now, the discussion must
focus on our American citizens who are
not in harm’s way, they are being
harmed.

My plea to my colleagues here is to
put aside these other issues, to focus
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the great power and empathy of the
American people on meeting the needs
of our American citizens in Houston,
Florida, the Virgin Islands, Puerto
Rico, and then to reach out beyond to
others who have been hurt, wherever
they may be—Mexico City, other is-
lands in the Caribbean.

Finally, a plea to our President. Mr.
Speaker, a plea to our President: Tone
it down. This is not a schoolyard for
bombast and for belligerent talk. This
is extraordinarily serious. It has been
said by people who have followed these
issues over the decades that we are
closer to nuclear war now than we have
been since the Cuban Missile Crisis.

Mr. President, Mr. Speaker, please
tone it down. Speak softly; tweet soft-
ly; don’t worry about our big stick that
we have. Go to the negotiation table;
be humble; be firm; no nukes on the
Caribbean peninsula. We can do that.
We can do it.

This is my prayer.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-

gaging in personalities toward the
President.
————
HURRICANES’ DESTRUCTION AND
COST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. WEBER) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in
all my years, I have seen a lot of
storms, a lot of hurricanes, a lot of
floods, a lot of tropical depressions, a
lot of rains in Texas. We have a whole
variety of weather in Texas and a lot of
just about every calamity weather-wise
you can think of. I have seen nothing
come close to Hurricane Harvey. In 24
hours, we went from Tropical Storm
Harvey to Category 4 Hurricane Har-
vey.

As with most hurricanes, there was
no rhyme or reason for the destruction
and the ensuing devastation. Harvey’s
bands of rains sat on southeast Texas
with a vengeance and for days on end,
and the situation turned quickly from
bad to worse.

Mr. Speaker, we got 51 to 53 inches of
rain in 3 to 4 days. That part of Texas’
annual rainfall is about 53 inches a
year. We got a whole year’s worth of
rainfall in under a week’s time. Our
great first responders, our volunteers,
risked their lives time and time again
to save others.

When the Nation saw that we needed
help, the boats and the people just kept
coming. We got the Cajun Navy from
Louisiana; 100 guys with their own
boats came to help us. They did things
we didn’t think were possible, so I
coined a new phrase, ‘‘Cajuneering.”’
They came in and really helped us. We
saw neighbors and strangers alike step
up to help each other. That is the
Texas way.

When the Nation saw that we needed
help, people came pouring in. More
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than that, it is not just the Texas way,
it is the American way. No matter our
creed, our color, our religion or back-
ground, we are all united and we work
together. Harvey may have brought the
downpour, but Texans and Americans
brought the outpour.

Texas 14 is arguably ground zero for
flooding and devastation. My district,
from Brazoria County to Jefferson
County, the enormity and the severity
of Harvey, sadly, is on full display.

Entire neighborhoods were under-
water. How do you recover from that?
Your family and your house is under-
water, your cars are underwater, your
furniture, and, sadly, even some of
your most prized and precious heir-
looms, family photos and pictures and
albums, how do you overcome that?

Well, I will tell you, by working to-
gether. Everyone back home in our
great State knows someone who needs
help, and everyone back home is doing
their part to help that person in need.

In all the devastation and destruc-
tion, the hope and determination
shared among Texans was absolutely
remarkable. Harvey may have deluged
our State with rain and with water, but
he certainly did not dampen our spirit.

One month ago today, Harvey made
landfall between Port Aransas and Port
O’Connor, the eye of the hurricane. A
few days later, Harvey swung back into
the Gulf and made landfall just west of
Cameron, Louisiana. We literally had a
3-day weather event. Harvey came on
shore there by Rockport-Corpus Chris-
ti. We got the bands of rain coming up
in the hurricane as he came ashore. He
then went up north and stayed around
for a day or two dumping rain on all of
our rivers and streams upstream from
us and our watersheds. Then he came
back down to southeast Texas, down on
the coast, and he worked right over, as
I said, in Louisiana. Then after Harvey
came Hurricane Irma; after Irma came
Jose; and after Jose came Maria. It has
been a historic time.

As of Sunday, September 24—Ilet this
sink in—817,758 people are registered
for disaster assistance. FEMA has dis-
tributed $502.6 million in housing as-
sistance and $160.2 million in other as-
sistance. In the one month since Har-
vey, the first of a series of hurricanes,
FEMA has completed 239,612 inspec-
tions. Almost 22,000 people are living in
hotels because they have no home to
return to. That number doesn’t even
include those who are staying with
family and friends.

The Small Business Administration
has approved $509.4 million. Home-
owners have received, to date, $467.3
million in loans. Businesses have re-
ceived $42 million in loans. Earlier this
month, we passed out of this Chamber,
with overwhelming bipartisan support,
a $15 billion relief bill. Two or three
more of those bills, at a minimum, are
expected.

Folks, the monetary damages are
adding up to over $150 billion, with a
«Rg.»
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There are five business recovery cen-
ters in Texas. There are 41 disaster re-
covery centers. Over 30-something
Texas counties were named in the dis-
aster declaration.

Folks, these are just numbers. They
are mind-boggling. You can see the pic-
tures here beside me. Those numbers
don’t really tell the whole story. Let
me tell you: behind those numbers are
people; behind those numbers are fami-
lies; behind those numbers are homes,
livelihoods, and businesses. The lives of
our great Texans are behind those
numbers. Our people are hurting, but
they will not let a hurricane keep them
down.

Wrapped up in all of the devastation
is a bunch of heroes and first respond-
ers. I have already talked about the
Cajun Navy. I can talk about the
States that sent firefighters and first
responders from all over this great
country of ours. So behind the devasta-
tion is a bunch of American heroes. Be-
hind that devastation is a bunch of
love, people doing things for others
that just makes your heart feel good.
Behind that devastation is a bunch of
hope that we really are one Nation
under God, with liberty and justice and
help and mercy for all. Behind that
devastation is a bunch of Americans.

Hurricane Harvey reminded us of our

deepest, truest American values.
United we can accomplish just about
anything.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to open up
the floor for some of my colleagues. As
I said earlier, our great 14th Congres-
sional District is, arguably, ground
zero for flooding and devastation, but I
have a lot more colleagues here on the
floor with us that all have a story to
tell.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. McCAUL), the distin-
guished chairman of the House Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. Chair-
man MCCAUL has worked closely with
FEMA and many of our first respond-
ers. His district saw quite a bit of
water as well, and I appreciate his di-
rect involvement and his willingness to
be there.

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman WEBER for holding this
Special Order and his leadership on
this issue. My condolences to the peo-
ple in his district. I know Beaumont,
particularly, was hit the hardest. We
were hit hard all around, but I know
Beaumont was hit very hard. That is
why we need to pass the supplemental
in October, to help the great people in
the great State of Texas.

I am chairman of the Homeland Se-
curity Committee. One of my respon-
sibilities is overseeing the response ef-
forts of FEMA—Federal, State, and
local—to see is this working or not. I
have seen what happened in Katrina
and Rita and other disasters. I can tell
you that this was the most impressive
response effort Federal, State, and
local.

I commend the President for signing
an advanced disaster declaration at the
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request of my Governor, Governor Ab-
bott, who enabled us to mobilize in ad-
vance and preposition assets to have, I
think, one of the best responses I have
seen in one of the most tragic storms
that Texas has ever weathered.

By way of history, personally, my
grandfather survived the 1900 Gal-
veston hurricane. They rescued him
from a treetop. He was 8 years old.
Sadly, 10,000 people were killed in that
tragic event.

In this case, we saved almost 20,000
lives, thanks to the good work of the
people in this picture that I had the
great privilege to see right after the
storm hit. It was one of the most com-
passionate humanitarian responses I
think I have ever witnessed.

This particular photo, I think, really
captured what Houston looked like at
the time—the first floor under water.
It almost looks like the Iwo Jima of
Harvey. You have DPS—Department of
Public Safety—the American flag, a
marine, Coast Guard, and National
Guard. These people came together.

But do you know who else came to-
gether?

You talked about the Cajun Navy,
who came together from Louisiana to
help Texans. A lot of Texans saved Tex-
ans in this storm. But to see that proc-
ess was really a shining light in a very
dark time.

There are so many untold stories of
heroic bravery that took place. I call it
Operation Dunkirk. Many of us know
or read about that battle, or many of
us have seen the movie, of all of the
private boats that came out to save the
British in that battle.

We saw hundreds of private boats
coming out, working in unison with
Federal, State, and local responders,
saving lives. Again, there were 20,000
lives saved in the process.

Katy High School—Katy is in my dis-
trict—became the forward operating
base for the Texas Guard, the Active
Duty servicemembers, and all of the
first responders. This is where they
launched their efforts to the Beaumont
area after they took care of all of the
crises and the flooding in the Houston
area. I saw these guys going out in
boats and helicopters and saving lives.
This is the best side of mankind in one
of the darkest chapters that our State
has really seen. I had an opportunity to
bring Speaker RYAN and Chairman
SHUSTER of the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee down to look
at this. A remarkable story in, again, a
really awful time, but we saw the resil-
iency of Texans helping other Texans.

But I also want to credit the entire
Nation for responding in a very com-
passionate way. I went to the shelters
and the churches and I saw all of the
food coming in, and people calling me
from other States asking: What can I
do to help?

The firefighters I saw coming from
Nebraska, Pennsylvania, and Ohio were
all converging on the State. Indeed, the
eyes of the Nation were on the State of
Texas during this devastating hurri-
cane that continued to rain for days.
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Lastly, I do want to talk about what
we can do moving forward. This is a
1940 map flood control plan that was
built by the Civilian Conservation
Corps under President Roosevelt, back
in the forties. And you see here the
Addicks Reservoir and Barker Res-
ervoir that were built in the 1940s. This
is the Buffalo Bayou, and this is down-
town Houston.

But they had another plan at the
time, and it was on Cypress Creek.
That is in my district. In Katy is where
these guys were. This is where it all
started. This is the third flood in 2
years in this area, all starting at Cy-
press Creek. This is all developed now.
It is not rice fields anymore. It was a
watershed event into these reservoirs
that then had a controlled release at 1
in the morning into these neighbor-
hoods below, flooding the Buffalo
Bayou, and then flooding Houston.

Mr. Speaker, as we look at the sup-
plemental and other projects, this is
the prevention that I think we can be
doing in Congress that makes a lot of
sense to provide infrastructure at key
points to stop this flooding from ever
happening again.

I know, as Texans, we are all going to
come together as a delegation. I know
this entire Congress would come to-
gether to not only save lives, as we did,
and help with FEMA assistance to get
people back up on their feet, but then
do smart projects like this one to stop
this kind of flooding from ever hap-
pening again. That is smart prevention
that, at the end of the day, is going to
save money and save human lives in
the process.

In closing, I just want to say that I
have never been prouder to call myself
a Texan. I have seen a lot. It is my sev-
enth term. Judge POE and I came in to-
gether, and we have seen a lot in the
seven terms we have been in Congress.
I have never seen our State rally like
this at a time of need, and the Nation
rallying behind the State of Texas. I
want to thank all of those who made it
possible in our great State, and also in
our great country, the United States of
America.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Chairman MCCAUL for his re-
marks. I certainly appreciate him and
his involvement.

My next friend, BETO O’ROURKE, from
across the aisle, has seen plenty of
Texas action here. Earlier this year, he
had a bipartisan trip with WiLL HURD.
On Facebook, we got to watch that and
participate in that. I thank him for
doing that. That was a great event.
And even though his district may not
have seen any water as a result of Har-
vey—in fact, we would have loved to
send him some to El Paso, quite frank-
ly—he is a Texan, he gets it, and he has
been there working with us every step
of the way.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE), my good
friend.

Mr. O'ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank Congressman WEBER for
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bringing us today. I also want to ex-
tend my condolences for the loss of life
and the devastation that was visited on
the communities that he represents. I
know that he is doing his best to unite
those communities in every way pos-
sible to ensure that they get back on
their feet, they rebuild, and are bigger
and better than ever. Party difference
doesn’t mean anything at this moment.
It is all of us as Texans. I join Chair-
man MCCAUL in agreeing that we can-
not have a better moment as a State. I
am grateful to him for bringing us all
together today.

As he said, I have really had an op-
portunity to spend some time traveling
Texas, and especially southeast Texas,
starting around the time that Harvey
hit. I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, that in
Austin, Texas, on the 25th of August, I
was there as the first evacuees were
leaving southeast Texas, coming from
Victoria and Corpus Christi and other
places that were under mandatory
evacuation orders. They were arriving
at Red Cross shelters that were staffed
both by the professionals and the vol-
unteers.

I was told by the head of Red Cross in
Austin that they had never seen a
greater turnout of volunteers on the
first day of a disaster. In fact, I met a
young man named Luis Zamora, who at
the time was a rising junior at
Tarleton State University and a mem-
ber of the National Guard, and who was
so disappointed that his colleagues in
the Guard were called up, but he was
not. He drove himself down to the Red
Cross headquarters so that he could
sign up, volunteer, and help staff one of
these shelters, welcome those who were
fleeing this storm, and help try to
make their lives a little bit better.

It reminded me of visiting some of
the shelters in San Antonio, where I
had a chance to see their great Mayor
Ron Nirenberg in action personally
welcoming people coming from other
parts of the State. To every one of
them, his message was: We are so glad
you are here. Stay as long as you need
to. We are going to make things better
for you. You focus on you. We will do
our best to take care of you.

That really was the message we
heard everywhere that we went.

When we found ourselves in Victoria
helping to transport some medical sup-
plies for two of those hospitals, we met
an extraordinary young woman named
Lisa Price, who had been up for the
last 72 hours, as many of the people
working in those hospitals were, trying
to coordinate care for those in need,
coordinate the evacuation of those who
were no longer able to be cared for in
hospitals that only had backup gener-
ator power and did not have reliable
water and could not keep those medi-
cines and vaccines chilled.

There were volunteer ambulance
corps from all over the State of Texas
who had driven down to Victoria to
help transport these patients out. Lisa
and others were helping to coordinate
that. Her husband, Jason, a Depart-
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ment of Public Safety Trooper was out
on those roads that had no streetlights,
that had no working traffic signals,
trying to ensure the safety of his fellow
Texans. Two extraordinary heroes who
exemplify the way that Texas met this
challenge.

I certainly spent some time in Hous-
ton, where we heard tale of all of the
first responders, certainly folks who
were working under the great fire chief
there, Chief Pena. But also first re-
sponders who came from across the
State. El Paso sent folks from the El
Paso Police Department and the El
Paso Fire Department. They made over
100 rescues not just in the Houston
area, but also in the greater Beaumont
area, including rescuing a l-month-old
child from chest-high waters. Again,
we saw that both from first responders
and everyday citizens who risked their
own lives to save the lives of fellow
Texans.

We were in a parking lot in Victoria,
where we were picking up supplies to
take to Rockport. We knew, however,
that Rockport was under a mandatory
curfew, enforced by DPS. So I ap-
proached two DPS cruisers that were
in the parking lot at Walmart, where
we were going in to buy ice and water
and diapers and other supplies that
they might need in Rockport. I wanted
to ask these two DPS officers if they
could help us to get into Rockport
under the curfew. As they were rolling
down their window and I began to in-
troduce myself, they said: I know ex-
actly who you are. You are BETO
O’ROURKE. We are from El Paso. We
were one of the first volunteers from
the Department of Public Safety in El
Paso to come out to Victoria, and we
have been working this community,
communities like Cuero, Port Lavaca,
Rockport, and other places.
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They wanted to be where the action
was. They wanted to be out there sav-
ing lives. And it made me so extraor-
dinarily proud of El Paso and Texas
once again. It is like the 90 soldiers
from Fort Bliss from one of the avia-
tion brigades who were in southeast
Texas as well trying to facilitate the
rescue of their fellow Texans, being
where the need was at its moment of
greatest importance, again, making us
so proud.

Congressman WEBER, I will conclude
by telling you that, as we came in to
Rockport and were able to successfully
get in under curfew to make our deliv-
ery, we were blown away and inspired
by the volunteer fire department, 20
people strong, 8 of whom had lost their
homes and literally everything in their
homes but had not lost a minute’s serv-
ice to their fellow community out of
that Rockport fire station.

They were living in the fire station
because they had nowhere else to live.
They were responding to triple or quad-
ruple the service calls. The rains had
now ended. The fires had begun. There
was some question about the viability
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of those structures, and they wanted to
be there to save lives.

That fire chief, Steve Sims, and the
men and women who serve under him
are the absolute best of us as Texans. I
am so glad that you and every one of
our colleagues from Texas, Republican
or Democrat, House Member or Sen-
ator, are focused on making Chief
Sims, the members of that fire depart-
ment, and every Texan affected by Har-
vey whole again. We have got to use
their inspiration and their example to
do the important work that is here be-
fore us.

So I thank you once again for bring-
ing us together, allowing me to join
you and work with you and our col-
leagues to make sure that Texans fully
recover from Hurricane Harvey bigger
and better than ever. Thank you.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Thank you,
Congressman O’ROURKE. And, by the
way, happy birthday.

Mr. O'ROURKE. Thank you. I cannot
think of a better way to spend it than
to be here with you.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. At this time, I
recognize my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BABIN).

Mr. BABIN. Thank you very much for
yielding. I would like to thank my col-
league, RANDY WEBER, my neighbor. I
represent the 36th District in Texas
and he represents the 14th, and he also
represents my hometown of Beaumont,
Texas, for this Special Order. I really
appreciate that.

It was about a month ago that Hurri-
cane Harvey began wreaking havoc on
southeast Texas, dumping record
amounts of rainfall across our region,
upending the lives of thousands of fam-
ilies, businesses, and communities.
Across our congressional district, the
36th District of Texas, we saw any-
where between 20 and 50 inches of rain,
setting a new record for the United
States. In fact, unofficially, ranchers
in Liberty County, which I also rep-
resent, measured over 60 inches of rain.

Our entire district, from Houston to
the Louisiana border, turned into, es-
sentially, one gigantic lake, as thou-
sands of homes that had never flooded
before succumbed to Harvey’s flood-
waters. The impact was devastating
and widespread.

No one was spared. People from all
walks of life and socioeconomic situa-
tions, with the majority never having
been displaced before, were baffled and
desperate in their situations.

BEach of the nine counties that I have
the privilege of representing have been
declared Federal disaster areas. The
devastation is simply overwhelming,
and the vast lake now is a vast debris
field. But in the midst of this devasta-
tion, there were, and still continue to
be, incredible stories of goodness. Let
me share just a few examples.

In Orange, Texas, a young couple
canceled their wedding to help their
friends and neighbors clean up and
begin the process of rebuilding. These
newlyweds have now welcomed nearly
a dozen family members into their non-
flooded home.
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A volunteer fire department in Buna,
Texas, became a big staging area, like
many, many schools and volunteer fire
departments all across this area.

In Cleveland, a constable organized a
flotilla of boats to deliver shelter and
supplies.

Dozens and dozens of churches imme-
diately marshaled their congregations
and good Christian people for food, sup-
plies, and shelters to be delivered.

In Deer Park, church members
sprang into action immediately and
began cooking and sharing meals with
evacuees from Houston.

In Silsbee, a church opened a commu-
nity shelter after the county’s only
other shelter was cut off by flood-
waters.

In Rose City, a really good friend and
neighbor rescued nearly everyone in
his entire neighborhood on his airboat,
even as his own home was flooded. His
name was Dennis Landry.

Since the flood, neighbors have orga-
nized mucking crews, where they help
neighbors remove furniture, appli-
ances, Sheetrock, carpets from one an-
other’s flooded homes.

This has happened all across the
Texas Gulf Coast, and the stories go on
and on: neighbors helping neighbors,
communities helping communities,
strangers helping strangers. Churches,
first responders, private citizens, busi-
nesses, people from out of State all
around our district are helping one an-
other. But that is what we do in east
Texas. When times get tough, we pull
together and we get to work.

No one waits around to be told what
to do. We are people of action, and we
act when we see a need. And, quite
frankly, this is what makes east Texas
so special. Our communities are strong.
And through our faith in God, we take
care of one another in times of need re-
gardless of our own means. It is our
shared value for our fellow man that
makes the difference.

In that same east Texas spirit, our
office has been doing everything pos-
sible that we can do to help. From the
very start, we have been working over-
time to help people get back on their
feet. We are blessed with a professional
and dedicated staff that is second to
none. And despite some of our own
staff being flooded themselves, we have
worked tirelessly to help our east
Texas neighbors and friends get the in-
formation and resources they need to
recover and build.

We are extremely grateful for their
service, and I would like to personally
recognize some of our staff: Lanie
Brown, Lauren Jones, Rachel Iglesias,
Sarah Blacksher, Beverly Ferguson,
Will Carter, Jeannie Kranz, Joyce Mor-
gan, Kelly Waterman, Beth Barber,
Sarah Reese, Steve Janushkowsky,
Lauren Ziegler.

These individuals have spent the past
month doing everything they can to
help the people of District 36. These are
often the unsung heroes who go the
extra mile each and every day, and
lately, on weekends and evenings, to

September 26, 2017

serve the needs of our constituents. It
has not gone unnoticed and is part of
the incredible good that has come out
of a tragic hurricane. We are extremely
proud and very grateful to them and
their families and everyone who has
pitched in.

I would also like to recognize our
friends from Louisiana, and specifi-
cally my colleague, Congressman GAR-
RET GRAVES, and his staff, Paul Sawyer
and David Cavell.

Everywhere we went, we saw folks
from Louisiana coming over and help-
ing in the recovery, and we would tell
them: Thank you so much. And we
said: This is payback because of
Katrina.

Countless churches and individuals
and neighbors from our neighboring
State of Louisiana came out to help.
Thank God for the Cajun Airlift, the
Cajun Navy, the Cajun Special Forces,
and the Cajun Gravy.

And lastly, I would like to thank our
first responders. The death toll would
have been much higher if it had not
been for these brave men and women.
And for our game wardens, our police
departments, our DPS officers, sheriff’s
deputies, all the way to our U.S. Coast
Guard and Texas and other States’ Na-
tional Guardsmen, we thank you for
everything that you did, and we re-
member those who gave their lives in
the line of service.

As we push forward, we have a long
road ahead. People are still very much
in need of assistance and resources as
they work to put their lives back to-
gether. In fact, the fact that over 800
folks showed up for our Disaster Recov-
ery Town Hall Meetings over the past
several days demonstrates that there
are still many in need.

Last Thursday night in Lumberton,
Texas, we had over 200 people come
out. In Orange, Texas, we saw that 77
percent of all homes in that county
were impacted. We had over 500 people
come out to meet with FEMA, State
officials, and my staff on a Friday
night, and that is big, because that is
football night in Texas.

It is our goal to help folks cut
through the bureaucracy and the red
tape to get the answers and help that
they need. We have been spreading
staff out across our nine counties, set-
ting up mobile offices to provide con-
stituents with one-on-one assistance in
applying for help and ensuring they
have access to a computer or to com-
plete the application. And this is not
unusual. My colleagues and all of the
other counties, up to 38 counties, I be-
lieve, were involved in this thing and
have been doing the exact same thing.

This will be a long road to our recov-
ery, but together, we will recover, and
we will rebuild and come back stronger
than ever.

Congressman WEBER, I want to thank
you, and God bless.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. I thank you,
Dr. BABIN. The enormity of this storm
and the debt of gratitude that we owe
our first responders cannot be over-
stated.
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My good friend, Judge TED POE, saw
plenty of it up in his district, but he
took it in stride, as he always does
with any challenge because he is a
Texan and he is a fighter. And, Judge,
that is just the way it is.

I yield to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. POE).

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I appreciate it,
Congressman WEBER, for allowing us to
talk a little bit about Hurricane Har-
vey and what folks did down in the
Texas area.

While it was still raining hard, I get
a phone call, and I looked at the area
code on my cell phone and I said: I
think that is Massachusetts.

And sure enough, it was Representa-
tive KENNEDY from Boston, Massachu-
setts, calling me saying he would do
whatever he could to get Bostonian’s
first responders down to Texas to help
out. And that is what happened, as has
already been mentioned by all of my
colleagues tonight: both sides of Mem-
bers of Congress working on this issue
to help in Harvey. BETO O’ROURKE is
from El Paso. You are from Beaumont.

People may not realize that there is
a sign in Beaumont. I used to represent
Beaumont, as you know. As you are
driving in from Louisiana, there is a
sign that says: El Paso, Texas, 876
miles away.

That is how far it is from Beaumont
to El Paso, and yet BETO O’ROURKE
made his way all the way to the Hous-
ton-Galveston area to help out as well.
The whole State helped with what was
taking place.

The magnitude of the devastation—
not just the weather, but the devasta-
tion—if you take the State of New Jer-
sey and turn it on its side and set it
down on the Gulf Coast, that is how
much devastation there was in the
State of Texas. That was the area that
was hit where disaster occurred. They
got rain as far as Dallas and San Anto-
nio, and, of course, we know that it
went all the way up to Kentucky a
thousand miles away. Still, they were
getting rain days later.

I want to talk about one of the peo-
ple involved in the rescue. Dr. BABIN
talked about a lot of folks who helped
out. Here is another guy who helped
out. You have probably never heard of
him: Steven Perez, Houston police offi-
cer, 34-year veteran of the Houston Po-
lice Department, married, two Kkids.
The rains are coming down. It is in the
middle of the night. It is his time to go
on shift at the Houston Police Depart-
ment. His wife is saying: Don’t go; it is
too bad. And he said: I am going to
work. It is my duty.

And he did. He left home. He couldn’t
get to the downtown Houston Police
Department, so he is headed in a dif-
ferent direction, my understanding is,
up to Kingwood, where I represent—
that is about 25 miles away from down-
town Houston—where he was going to
do what he could to help folks out
there. He took a bad turn, got under an
underpass, and his patrol car was sub-
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merged and he drowned. He was out
doing what he wanted to do: to protect
and serve.

He is a symbol of all the first re-
sponders, of all the badges that they
wear from all over the country who
came down there to do their duty, to
help people in need. We regret his loss.
We are with his family and our prayers
are with his family, his wife and his
two kids, for their future.

At his funeral, of course, in Houston
that I had the opportunity to attend,
there were a lot of police officers from
all over the country showing their re-
spects to another first responder.

With this hurricane that came
through the Houston area, I have kind
of an unusual district, so I got hit sev-
eral places. People got flooded.

Michael McCall showed, earlier, a
map of the Houston area, that there
are two reservoirs that are supposed to
protect the city from flooding. Water
filled up those reservoirs, and people
whom I represent are on the down-
stream of that reservoir. They got
flooded when water came over it.
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But I also represent people upstream,
and they got flooded because the res-
ervoir overflowed up in the north-
western direction. People also got
flooded in the middle of the night after
they thought the storm was over with
because Conroe—and, Mr. Speaker, I
know you don’t know where that is,
but it is just northwest of Houston.
They have a lake up in Conroe. They
started letting water out of Lake Con-
roe because it was too full. Water came
rushing down the San Jacinto River
into Humble, Texas, and Kingwood, Cy-
press Creek. All that overflowed, and
people got flooded in all of that area as
well—thousands of people. Their homes
are devastated. In fact, two of those
people who have lost their home, they
are still staying with us, friends of
ours. We do take care of each other.

One thing that I want to mention is
we need to get a regional plan to pre-
vent these disasters in the future. It
would be a whole lot cheaper, in fact,
to prevent these floods than try to con-
tinue to pay for the damage of these
floods. No question about it, we have to
do recovery now for those people who
have lost everything they have, do
what we can here in Congress, and we
are going to do that in a bipartisan
way. But we need to have a plan for the
future as well.

I have introduced legislation for the
Corps of Engineers to come up with, in
90 days of our legislation being signed
by the President, to evaluate all the
conditions in the flood plain area that
was flooded and come up with a long-
term plan, whether it is building one
more reservoir, two more reservoirs,
making the ones that we have bigger,
desilting the channel to Buffalo Bayou,
San Jacinto River, whatever it is. We
need to come as a united area from Mr.
WEBER’s district all the way up to Mr.
McCAUL’s district and everybody in be-
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tween on what we are going to do to
solve the long-term flooding problem.

Because, you see, September comes
around every September. Mr. McCAUL
talked about the flood of 1900. That
happened in September, almost to the
same day. Here this flood happened at
the end of August, near the beginning
of September.

I hope we can do that. I think that
we can, and I do want to reiterate what
has been said about people who just
helped each other. They didn’t know
each other. It wasn’t just neighbors
helping neighbors. It was people who
didn’t know each other. Some of them
who were flooded out themselves were
doing everything they could to help
other people.

There were a lot of bass boats. They
weren’t all from Louisiana. There were
a lot from Louisiana, but I think it is
every young boy’s dream in Texas to
own two things: a pickup truck and a
bass boat. You saw all of those pickup
trucks and bass boats on the road and
in the water—because a lot of them are
pretty high—rescuing people. People
they did not know, Mr. Speaker. They
were just looking to help other individ-
uals. It is remarkable.

I have been through a lot of hurri-
canes. I grew up in the Houston area. I
remember Hurricane Carla in 1961, be-
fore most of you all were even around.
We have had a lot of hurricanes since
then. Nothing like Harvey. It was the
granddaddy of all of them. It ham-
mered the Houston area, but we are
using this as an opportunity to fix
things because this Hurricane is not
going to defeat the spirit of Texans. It
is not. We will resolve to overcome
whatever the difficulties are now and
to fix things in the future so that we
can have a response when the rains of
September come.

The rains have stopped, the flood
waters have gone down, the rainbow is
out, the kids are playing in the parks
again, but we are still at work solving
the problem of what took place and
moving on because, as I said, Harvey
will not defeat the Texas spirit. And
that is just the way it is.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Judge POE. He is exactly correct.
Harvey cannot dampen our spirit or
those of our neighbors and all of our
first responders, those who came and
helped.

Texas saw the first of four hurricanes
this month. Think about that. Puerto
Rico has seen the last two hurricanes.
Maria did a number on the island. They
are in need of so many things, but one
thing is certain that they are not in
need of: they have a leader here in
Washington, D.C. She has got their
back, and I am proud to yield to my
good friend, Congresswoman JENNIFFER
GONZALEZ-COLON. 3

Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto
Rico. Thank you, Mr. WEBER, for allow-
ing me to speak in these Special Or-
ders, and actually speaking about hur-
ricanes.

Mr. Speaker and Members, last week,
Hurricane Maria hit Puerto Rico, and
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it is by far the worst hurricane to do so
in the last century. It came at a time
when Puerto Rico and the U.S. Virgin
Islands and most of the Caribbean were
beginning to recover from the impact
of Hurricane Irma just 10 days earlier.

Keep in mind, also, that even before
the winds and waves of Irma and Maria
began to lash at the shores, Puerto
Rico was already in a dire economic
shape. We are still engaged in life-
saving operations, searching for and
helping people who are in the greatest
danger.

Maria snapped the island’s commu-
nication towers, and gathering infor-
mation from many communities has
been nearly impossible at this time, es-
pecially in the rural center of the is-
land, where the winds were ferocious
and landslides have occurred.

This hurricane has been a disaster of
unprecedented proportions. The images
that you have been seeing on TV are
dramatic but don’t even begin to tell
the magnitude of this catastrophe and
the human suffering that you can only
truly experience by being on the
ground. In every way, Maria is on the
same level of Hurricanes Katrina,
Sandy, Harvey, but with one major dif-
ference: Puerto Rico is an island, which
makes it almost impossible to get aid
and disaster relief resources in, as they
can only come by sea or air. The people
are basically stuck there with no place
to go.

Currently, Puerto Rico’s electric grid
is completely down. Roads and bridges
have been washed away, leaving many
communities without communication.
A crucial dam has burst, forcing the
evacuation of thousands of people. Hos-
pitals are crippled and operating on
power generators, but the logistics of
transporting the diesel needed to run
them is extremely difficult. Thousands
of homes, buildings, and businesses
have been destroyed. Water and food
are in short supply. People are waiting
in line for up to 6 hours just to pur-
chase $20 worth of gasoline. Commer-
cial flights to and from the island are
almost nonexistent, with thousands of
people on airline wait-lists just to
leave. Most banks cannot operate, and
people don’t have easy access to cash,
which they need desperately because
credit cards are not being used on the
island because we don’t have power.

Maria flattened 80 percent of the is-
land’s agriculture, and Puerto Rico’s
tourism industry has been crushed. For
most of the island’s residents, the hur-
ricane can best be described as apoca-
lyptic. Congress must approve an aid
package that is proportional with the
level of devastation. We need tangible
relief that addresses the island’s imme-
diate needs. Without help, there will be
a massive exodus to the U.S. mainland,
and the ongoing humanitarian crisis
will only get worse.

The residents of Puerto Rico are
American citizens. They are not dif-
ferent from every person sitting in this
Chamber. But unlike everyone else,
Congress has 100 percent control over
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the land where we live. This is a job for
the Federal Government, particularly
this Congress, to authorize and appro-
priate the money needed to rebuild the
island. This is a dire time for the is-
land, and, therefore, our Nation. The
U.S. has an abiding national interest in
the recovery and prosperity of Puerto
Rico and its 3.4 million U.S. citizens
who are facing very tough economic
times, even before this latest blow.

I have heard from many of you, many
of my colleagues, even the Vice Presi-
dent today, and I am deeply grateful
for all the prayers and support.

I also want to thank the Trump ad-
ministration for their unwavering col-
laboration with the Puerto Rico Na-
tional Guard. More than 10,000 people
were deployed helping the island to re-
store the power grid. It will take more
than 6 months to get power on the is-
land again.

I hope this House can keep us in your
prayers, but also to approve the pack-
age that is going to be needed in Octo-
ber, and I know we will respond. That
was the claim that President Trump
made today, and the Vice President. I
was just in a meeting with them. I
want to thank the Speaker of the
House for his leadership allowing the
waiver to the cost sharing of FEMA on
the island.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Congresswoman GONZALEZ-
COLON for her remarks.

My good friend from the Southwest,
BLAKE FARENTHOLD, is going to come
and address us. Blake represents the
area where Harvey actually made land-
fall and brought Category 4 winds and
storm surges. As Congressman
FARENTHOLD knows, I understand the
devastation that that brings. My heart
goes out to them, and, Blake, please
come share with us.

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, I
am here to talk a couple minutes about
the best and the worst that I saw dur-
ing Hurricane Harvey in the 27th Dis-
trict of Texas that I represent.

The worst was dished out by nature
and high winds. The best was the spirit
of the Texans who rose to the chal-
lenge. It was neighbor helping neigh-
bor, friend helping friend, and stranger
helping stranger.

I live in Corpus Christi. It is a rel-
atively large community of almost
400,000 in the metropolitan area. We
were spared the brunt of Harvey. It
missed us by about 20 miles. But just
across the bay, communities like Port
Aransas, Aransas Pass, Ingleside,
Rockport, Refugio, Tivoli, and many
more took horrible winds. Ninety-
some-odd percent of the homes in the
resort town of Port Aransas are un-
inhabitable right now. The brand new
school in Refugio they just turned the
keys over had the roof blown off and
was severely water damaged, and it
will be weeks before they are fully
operational again in that school.

Rockport, with their beautiful oak
trees, had limbs and branches strewn
all over the streets, and houses’ second
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stories are gone. They looked great
from the front, but then you would
look in the back, and there would be no
back.

In Port Aransas, boats having risen
and moved inland, an oil drilling plat-
form loose in the ship channel, com-
pletely changing the skyline of the
city.

But rather than sitting around and
moping and crying, Texans came to-
gether, helped each other clear the de-
bris, and are slowly but surely getting
on with their lives.

The recovery period is going to be
tough, though. There is just so much
debris. They are picking it up and
stacking it at transfer stations, but it
will be months before the process is
finished. It is tough driving down the
streets of the places you love seeing de-
bris stacked, smelling the rotting
mold. But you know it is going to come
back.

We are struggling right now to find
homes for people, places for them to
stay. People have been staying with
friends and relatives. FEMA has been
helping out with hotels. I have to say,
I am really impressed with the way
local, State, and Federal folks are
working hard to give people a hand up.
We have had leaders from President
Trump down to Members of Congress
and all throughout the country come
to see what is going on, and all have
pledged their help. And it is going to be
a Herculean effort to come back, but
come back we will.

I suspect in a year, certainly in 2
years, towns like Rockport and Port
Aransas, where many folks vacation,
are going to have their doors open
again and inviting people to come
visit. In fact, the goal is to be ready by
spring break of this year, and I suspect
it is going to be worth visiting.

You need to help the businesses out,
need to help the people out by not for-
getting us, by keeping us in your pray-
ers, and by supporting us here in Con-
gress as we give the people the help
they need to rebuild their lives. I want
to thank my colleagues from Texas,
my colleagues from the rest of the
country, for the support. It is a shame
that this has been such a tough season,
but we are seeing not just the resil-
ience of Texas but of all the American
people with what is going on in Flor-
ida. And we are going to get reports, 1
think, of people helping people in Puer-
to Rico and the U.S. Virgin Islands and
other areas so damaged by the storms
we faced this year.
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But I am proud to be an American. I
am proud we are all helping out, and I
look forward to continuing the recov-
ery effort in all of the areas of this
country that have been so devastated
by natural disasters this year.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Congressman FARENTHOLD for
his comments. The 27th District of
Texas is blessed to have him.

A little background: On Friday, Au-
gust 25, some of the outer bands of Har-
vey were beginning to brush the Gulf



September 26, 2017

Coast. Texans do what we always do to
prepare for a storm. We bought the es-
sentials. We prepped the house. We
tightened things up. We watched the
news. We were as ready for the rain, we
thought, as we would ever be.

But what happened, in my 64 years on
God’s green Earth, is unlike anything I
have ever seen before like this. And I
am no stranger to the area. I have lived
in a 20-mile radius almost my entire
life. T hope I have got a lot more to go
yet.

We didn’t see the sun for 4 days. Over
50 inches of rain, as reported by the
weather forecasters on TV news, fell
from the sky. Actually, it was about 60
inches in District 4—7, rather, in Jef-
ferson County.

Evacuation orders, mandatory and
voluntary, were posted. City after city
started posting the notices. Roads were
flooded. Some of them had hip-deep
water, some of them more.

Now, I am a Texan, kind of like
Judge POE said. Two things apply to
me, especially apply to me as a Texan:
number one, I am stubborn, and, num-
ber two, I have one of those pickup
trucks he talked about; although, I
don’t have a half-ton truck. I have got
a Ford F-350 4-wheel drive truck, and I
can go through almost waist-deep
water.

Starting Saturday, my bride and I
began traveling Texas 14, checking on
people. We went first to Brazoria Coun-
ty and met with their EOC, emergency
operations center. We went to the
Hitchcock shelter. We met with volun-
teers in those shelters. We met with
people from the La Marque Police De-
partment, all over, our first respond-
ers.

Our first responders worked endless
hours and hours. I tell you what, it was
heartwarming; and I tell you what, Mr.
Speaker, you have never seen anything
like that.

From Bay Area Church to the fami-
lies from League City and Dickinson
that sought shelter, we were there with
them. At Victory Lakes, we saw much
of the same thing in the school there at
Victory Lakes and League City.

At Friendswood High School, I met
with evacuees, responders, doctors who
had come in from other States to be
there to help. These are just a handful
of the shelters that popped up. These
shelters and the volunteers provided a
dry place with warm food and warm,
friendly smiles, understanding smiles,
to hundreds of families in need. That is
no exaggeration.

Homes that never came close to
flooding were taking on water. Roads
turned into rivers. Evacuations and
rescues were happening everywhere
you looked around.

Mr. Speaker, may I
much time I have left?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FAS0). The gentleman has 6% minutes
remaining.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FARENTHOLD).

inquire how
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Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, I
did want to add that, though Texans
are helping people and people are help-
ing each other, volunteer organizations
like Mr. WEBER is talking about, the
Federal Government, also, is helping
with FEMA and SBA loans.

Some people have gotten denial let-
ters from FEMA. If you read them
carefully, they are not always denial
letters. You should follow up with
FEMA. It may be you are just missing
some paperwork.

All Congressmen have folks in their
office, caseworkers or red tape cutters,
who can help if you are having prob-
lems getting the help you need from
FEMA or the SBA. We can’t get them
to bend or break the rules, but if you
are having trouble communicating or
you feel like you are not being treated
right, please call your Member of Con-
gress’ office because we are here to
help in more ways than just sitting up
here in Washington making laws.

One of the best parts of the job is
helping folks out on a one-on-one basis,
and we are doing that throughout the
district I represent, from Wharton, Bay
City, Victoria, down to Corpus Christi,
Rockport, and to all the other commu-
nities that I represent.

So I just want to make sure folks
knew that your congressional office is
a resource.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. I thank the
gentleman for that.

You know, we were moving through-
out our district, as I was describing.
Folks, the sound of a helicopter will
never be the same for us. We saw Coast
Guard helicopters. We saw Army, Ma-
rine helicopters. The Marines arrived
in Friendswood.

The sun made a brief appearance on
Tuesday evening. I found myself on I-45
in Dickinson passing out water on the
overpass there, where the water was
about 4 feet deep in the intersection.

Things kept turning from bad to
worse. I was honored to meet with EOC
leaders from Brazoria, Dickinson, Gal-
veston, and Beaumont.

On Tuesday, August 29, in
Friendswood, Texas, the Marines ar-
rived. Thank God for our great Ma-
rines.

On Friday, August 31, Beaumont lost
water. My bride and I drove almost 7
hours, having to take back road after
back road to deliver three pallets of
bottled water. My good friend Dwight
Sullivan and his wife, Misty, accom-
panied us with another pallet of water.

We got to Beaumont. I want to gave
Mayor Becky Ames of Beaumont a
shout-out. She never wavered. She was
a stalwart.

Will Crenshaw from Beaumont, Drag-
on Products, they got in gear and they
put a workaround on the water system,
laid temporary pipes, got them power,
got pumps and got Beaumont some
water.

That is just the short version of the
first week of Harvey.

The sun finally started to shine
again, but the water did not recede
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overnight. We took many flyovers to
assess the damage. President Trump
came in. Senator CORNYN, Senator
CRUZ, Speaker RYAN, and leader KEVIN
MCCARTHY were among the many who
visited.

Help came from far and wide: New
York, Massachusetts, Minnesota. I
could go down the list of State after
State after State, all Americans, all
wanting to help. And, of course, Lou-
isiana and the Cajun Navy we talked
about.

Between the Cajun Navy, our Texans,
our fellow Americans, there were many
countless heroes who haven’t been
named and many haven’t even been
thanked at all. So to all of them, I
want to say thank you. Thank you
from the bottom of my heart for the
lives you have saved. I witnessed some
of the evacuations. Thank you for your
heroism. I just can’t tell you enough,
thank you on behalf of us.

We saws doctors send supplies. We
saw hospitals pay for things that nor-
mally they would charge for. We saw
cattle and horses wading through
water. We saw businesses open up their
doors and help people. We saw a mother
and daughter who took hundreds of
evacuees into a Texas City hotel for a
home-cooked meal of spaghetti, salad,
fresh fruit, and dessert.

You were heroes, Lakewood Church,
who did open their doors and provided
transportation for the congregants of
Beth Yeshurun synagogue.

You heroes were the citizens who saw
the incredible effort of your local offi-
cials, and you raised money for them
to begin recovering for their own
homes and their belongings.

The heroes were the young men, hop-
ing to attend the Naval Academy one
day, who jumped in that jon boat and
went door to door to help.

You were the people who were scared
to death in the face of disaster, and yet
you put on a brave face and you waded
in, unabashed.

You were the people who lost every-
thing, and your first thought was: I
need to get back to help my commu-
nity.

You heroes were the first responders
who worked around the clock. Beau-
mont, alone, received 12,022 911 calls.
Let that sink in. That’s one city, 12,000
911 calls.

Well, we are going to have more
meetings. We are going to be meeting
with city officials, State officials. We
will be meeting with Houston Mayor
Sylvester Turner, who, by the way, to-
morrow is his birthday. We want to
thank Mayor Sylvester Turner, County
Judge Ed Emmett, County Judge Matt
Sebesta, County Judge Mark Henry, all
great heroes.

God bless our heroes. God bless
Texas, our great Nation, and all of
those who went beyond and above.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3823, DISASTER TAX RELIEF
AND AIRPORT AND AIRWAY EX-
TENSION ACT OF 2017, AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE
RULES

Mr. SESSIONS (during the Special
Order of Mr. WEBER of Texas), from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 115-333) on the
resolution (H. Res. 538) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3823) to
amend title 49, United States Code, to
extend authorizations for the airport
improvement program, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend
the funding and expenditure authority
of the Airport and Airway Trust Fund,
to provide disaster tax relief, and for
other purposes, and providing for con-
sideration of motions to suspend the
rules, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

————
HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF DR. JAMES DURELL
TUBERVILLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. JOHN-
SON) for 30 minutes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, it is with profound sadness
that I rise today to recognize the life
and dedicated service of one of the
Lord’s most humble and outstanding
servants, Dr. James Durell Tuberville.
He made it his life’s work to help oth-
ers during difficult times, and he was a
beacon of light and a towering figure in
the life of countless many people, in-
cluding my own family. His lasting in-
fluence on our community cannot be
expressed enough, and I am humbled to
rise and pay tribute to his life today,
his faithful stewardship, and his un-
wavering commitment to the people of
our region in northwest Louisiana.

James Durell Tuberville was born on
October 25, 1958, in Shreveport, Lou-
isiana, and on Sunday, August 13, 2017,
he left this world to be with our Lord.

After graduating from Southwood
High School in Shreveport, Dr.
Tuberville continued his education at
Grawood Christian School and South-
western Assemblies of God College. He
majored in pastoral ministry at South-
western University, and received a
master of arts in counseling from Lou-
isiana Tech University.

He did all things for the glory of God,
Mr. Speaker, and he brought care and
compassion to multitudes. Dr.
Tuberville served his early ministry as
a youth pastor in Luna and then in
Natchitoches, Louisiana. He later
served as pastor of the Bethel Assem-
bly of God in Shreveport for more than
11 years, before becoming counselor on
the pastoral staff at Shreveport Com-
munity Church and president of Per-
sonal Solutions, Inc.
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He selflessly aided those suffering
through some of the largest disasters
of our lifetime, including the horrific
earthquake in Haiti, the Oklahoma
City bombing, and the great tragedy on
September 11, 2001.

Known and 1loved by all, Dr.
Tuberville also served selflessly as
chaplain for the Caddo Parish Sheriff’s
Office, Caddo Fire District 3, and as na-
tional chaplain of the firefighters
Brother’s Keepers Motorcycle Club.

It is difficult to imagine our commu-
nity without the leadership and the
larger-than-life presence, always en-
couraging, of Dr. Tuberville. His legacy
and example are an enduring lesson for
all of us, and we are comforted to know
he has been received by the Lord with
that ultimate affirmation: ‘“Well done,
good and faithful servant.”

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United
States Congress, it is a privilege to
honor Dr. James Durell Tuberville
today and to celebrate a life exception-
ally well lived.

My wife, Kelly, and I extend our con-
tinued prayers and sincerest condo-
lences to his wife and soulmate, Susan,
and their two sons, Joshua Durell and
Dustin Bruce, to the entire Tuberville
family, and to all those whose lives
were changed by this true giant of a
man.

RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE AND ACHIEVEMENT

OF MAJOR GENERAL JOANNE SHERIDAN

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to recognize a
hero from my home State, Major Gen-
eral Joanne Sheridan, for her steadfast
service to the safety and security of
the people of the State of Louisiana in
the Louisiana National Guard.

Five years ago, Major General Sheri-
dan became the first female general in
the Louisiana National Guard’s his-
tory, and today I would like to com-
mend her for raising the bar once again
and becoming the first female two-star
general in the history of our Louisiana
National Guard.

Originally from Maine, Major Gen-
eral Sheridan moved to Leesville, Lou-
isiana, when the Army stationed her
father, Command Sergeant Major Joe
S. Fernald, at Fort Polk. There, she at-
tended Leesville High School, and she
went on to earn her bachelor of arts de-
gree in sociology at Northeast Lou-
isiana University in Monroe, Lou-
isiana, where she received her commis-
sion through her Reserve Officers’
Training Corps in May 1983. Later, she
received a master’s degree in strategic
studies from the prestigious U.S. Army
War College.

A true soldier for her community and
in our country, Major General Sheri-
dan began her impressive military ca-
reer as an Active-Duty servicemember
in the U.S. Army in February 1984 at
Fort Polk Army Base. Throughout her
33-year career, in both her Active-Duty
and National Guard service, her leader-
ship has earned her the respect of her
peers and included many major accom-
plishments.
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She became the first female to com-
mand a battalion leading the 415th
Military Intelligence Battalion, com-
mander of the 199th Regiment Regional
Training Institute, and the first female
to helm a major command when she led
the 61st Troop Command.

Currently, she serves as the assist
general for the Louisiana National
Guard and is responsible, as the prin-
cipal military adviser to the adjunct
general, in assisting in the deployment
and coordination of programs, policies,
and plans for the Louisiana Army and
Air National Guard.

The National Guard is unique in de-
fending Louisiana both at home and
abroad. Major General Sheridan served
as a citizen soldier through Hurricane
Katrina. She was deployed to Baghdad
in support of Operation Iraqi Freedom
in 2008, and led rescue and recovery ef-
forts in the historic Louisiana flooding
of 2016.

She previously served as president of
the National Guard Association of Lou-
isiana, and she now serves as the sec-
retary of the National Guard Associa-
tion of the entire United States.

Her dedication to the National Guard
extends way beyond what is required of
anyone. Twice—and this is even more
inspiring—Major General Sheridan has
battled breast cancer, and with her last
round of treatment in August, she has
again prevailed in that battle. Her in-
credible strength and courage serve as
a beacon of hope for countless many
others.

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to
honor Major General Sheridan’s many
accomplishments and to recognize her
honorable service to the State of Lou-
isiana and to our great Nation. She has
set a tremendous example, and I hope
her accomplishments inspire others to
aspire to her level of excellence.

My wife, Kelly, and I thank Major
General Sheridan for all she does to de-
fend our community and country, and
we wish her continued success.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

——————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas
(at the request of Ms. PELOSI) for today
and the balance of the week on account
of family illness.

———

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled a bill
of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 3110. An act to amend the Financial
Stability Act of 2010 to modify the term of
the independent member of the Financial
Stability Oversight Council.
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ADJOURNMENT

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 1 minute p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday,
September 27, 2017, at 3 p.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2635. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the
approved retirement of Lieutenant General
Anthony J. Rock, United States Air Force,
and his advancement to the grade of lieuten-
ant general on the retired list, pursuant to 10
U.S.C. 1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112
(as amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec.
502(b)); (110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

2636. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Technical Amendments to
Procedure 6 [EPA-HQ-OAR-2013-0696; FRL-
9968-02-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AS86) received Sep-
tember 21, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2637. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Significant New Use
Rules on Certain Chemical Substances [EPA-
HQ-OPPT-2016-0331; FRL-9959-81] (RIN: 2070-
AB27) received September 21, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2638. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Phosphoric Acid Manufac-
turing and Phosphate Fertilizer Production
Risk and Technology Review Reconsider-
ation [EPA-HQ-OAR-2012-0522; FRIL-9968-01-
OAR] (RIN: 2060-AT14) received September
21, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2639. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Approval of Kansas
Air Quality State Implementation Plans;
Construction Permits and Approvals Pro-
gram [EPA-R07-OAR-2017-05612; FRL-9967-97-
Region 7] received September 21, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2640. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval of Air Quality Im-
plementation Plans; New Jersey, 2011 Peri-
odic Emission Inventory SIP for the Ozone
Nonattainment and PM2.5/Regional Haze
Areas [EPA-R02-OAR-2017-0044; FRL-9968-05-
Region 2] received September 21, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2641. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of State Plans for Designated Facilities and
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Pollutants: Colorado, Montana, North Da-
kota, South Dakota, Utah, and Wyoming;
Negative Declarations [EPA-R08-OAR-2017-
0171; FRL-9968-11-Region 8] received Sep-
tember 21, 2017, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2642. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Plans for Designated Facilities; New Jer-
sey; Delegation of Authority [EPA-R02-OAR-
2017-0132; FRL-9968-13-Region 2] received Sep-
tember 21, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2643. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Reasonably
Available Control Technology for the 2008 8-
Hour Ozone National Ambient Air Quality
Standard [EPA-R06-OAR-2015-0496; FRIL-9967-
53-Region 6] received September 21, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2644. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Air Quality Implementation
Plans; West Virginia; Removal of Clean Air
Interstate Rule Trading Programs Replaced
by Cross-State Air Pollution Rule Trading
Programs [EPA-R03-OAR-2016-0574; FR1.-9968-
15-Region 3] received September 21, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2645. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Air Quality Implementation
Plans; Maryland; 2011 Base Year Inventory
for the 2008 8-Hour Ozone National Ambient
Air Quality Standard for the Maryland Por-
tion of the Philadelphia-Wilmington-Atlan-
tic City Nonattainment Area [EPA-R03-OAR-
2017-0149; FRL-9968-00-Region 3] received Sep-
tember 21, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2646. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; North
Carolina Miscellaneous Rules [EPA-R04-
OAR-2016-0362; FRL-9968-10-Region 4] re-
ceived September 21, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2647. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Min-
nesota; Prevention of Significant Deteriora-
tion [EPA-R05-OAR-2016-0603; FRIL-9968-22-
Region 5] received September 21, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2648. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Air Plan Approval;
GA: Emission Reduction Credits [EPA-R04-
OAR-2009-0226; FRL-9968-17-Region 4] re-
ceived September 21, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.
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2649. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Air Plan Approval;
Delaware; State Implementation Plan for
Interstate Transport for the 2008 Ozone
Standard [EPA-R03-OAR-2013-0408; FRI.-9968-
20-Region 3] received September 21, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2650. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Dela-
ware; Infrastructure Requirements for the
2012 Fine Particulate Matter Standard [EPA-
R03-OAR-2017-0152; FRIL-9967-99-Region 3] re-
ceived September 21, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2651. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Finding of Failure to Sub-
mit State Implementation Plans Required
for the 2008 8-Hour Ozone NAAQS; California;
Sacramento Metro [EPA-R09-OAR-2017-0426;
FRL-9966-86-Region 9] received September 21,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2652. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Office of Regulations and Administrative
Law, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety
Zone; Atlantic Ocean, Ocean City, NJ [Dock-
et No.: USCG-2017-0627] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived September 21, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2653. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Office of Regulations and Administrative
Law, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety
Zone, Delaware River; Dredging [Docket No.:
USCG-2017-0811] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
September 21, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2654. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Office of Regulations and Administrative
Law, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety
Zone; Dredging, Shark River, NJ [Docket
No.: USCG-2017-0843] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived September 21, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2655. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Office of Regulations and Administrative
Law, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety
Zone; Delaware River, Philadelphia, PA
[Docket No.: USCG-2017-0543] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received September 21, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2656. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Wando
River, Charleston, SC [Docket No.: USCG-
2017-0348] (RIN: 1625-AA-00) received Sep-
tember 21, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2657. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
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Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Drawbridge Operation Regula-
tion; Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, Sarasota,
FL [Docket No.: USCG-2016-0330] (RIN: 1625-
AA09) received September 21, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2658. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Drawbridge Operation Regula-
tion; Rice Creek, Putnam County, FL [Dock-
et No.: USCG-2016-0523] (RIN: 1625-AA09) re-
ceived September 21, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2659. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Drawbridge Operation Regula-
tion; Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway, Little
River to Savannah River, Beaufort, SC
[Docket No.: USCG-2015-0343] (RIN: 1625-
AA09) received September 21, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2660. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Special Local Regu-
lation; Frogtown Regatta, Maumee River,
Toledo, OH [Docket No.: USCG-2017-0754]
(RIN: 1625-AA08) received September 21, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

2661. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone;
Tombigbee River, Demopolis, AL [Docket
No.: USCG-2017-0786] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived September 21, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2662. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Great Lakes Pilotage Rates —
2017 Annual Review [USCG-2016-0268] (RIN:
1625-AC34) received September 21, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

2663. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Relief for Hurricane Irma Victims
(Announcement 2017-13) received September
21, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

2664. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Treatment of Amounts Paid to Sec-
tion 170(c) Organizations under Employer
Leave-Based Donation Programs to Aid Vic-
tims of Hurricane and Tropical Storm Irma
(Notice 2017-52) received September 21, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

2665. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Insular Areas, Department of
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s
“Report to the Congress: Compact Impact
Analysis of the 2016 Report from Guam’,
along with the related report ‘‘Impact of the
Compacts of Free Association on Guam FY
2004 through FY 2016 by the Governor of
Guam, pursuant to 48 U.S.C. 1921c(e)(8); Pub-
lic Law 108-188, Sec. 104(e)(8); (117 Stat. 2741);
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jointly to the Committees on Natural Re-
sources and Foreign Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. H.R. 3229. A bill to protect the safety
of judges by extending the authority of the
Judicial Conference to redact sensitive infor-
mation contained in their financial disclo-
sure reports, and for other purposes (Rept.
115-332). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 538. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 3823) to
amend title 49, United States Code, to extend
authorizations for the airport improvement
program, to amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to extend the funding and ex-
penditure, authority of the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund, to provide disaster tax re-
lief, and for other purposes, and providing for
consideration of motions to suspend the
rules (Rept. 115-333). Referred to the House
Calendar.

———
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. SOTO (for himself and Mr.
CURBELO of Florida):

H.R. 3829. A bill to establish a program to
provide grants to States, local governments,
and electric utilities to make electric infra-
structure more resilient to hurricanes, tor-
nadoes, and other major weather-related
events; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. FARENTHOLD:

H.R. 3830. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude major profes-
sional sports leagues from qualifying as tax-
exempt organizations; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. TAYLOR (for himself and Mr.
GONZALEZ of Texas):

H.R. 3831. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to expand eligibility for
participation in the Federal Pell Grant pro-
gram to certain trade schools; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. DUNN (for himself, Ms. TENNEY,
Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. ARRINGTON, and
Mr. TONKO):

H.R. 3832. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to enter into a memo-
randum of understanding with the executive
director of a national network of State-based
prescription monitoring programs under
which Department of Veterans Affairs health
care providers shall query such network, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. COMSTOCK (for herself, Mr.
YODER, and Mr. CICILLINE):

H.R. 3833. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase the child tax
credit; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CROWLEY (for himself, Mrs.
LowEY, Mr. Suozzl, Mr. MEEKS, Ms.
MENG, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms. CLARKE of
New York, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mrs. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY of New York, Mr. SERRANO,
Mr. ENGEL, and Mr. DONOVAN):
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H.R. 3834. A bill to provide that members
of public safety agencies who died of 9/11-re-
lated health conditions are eligible for the
Presidential 9/11 Heroes Medal of Valor, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 3835. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to eliminate origination
fees for Federal Direct Loans; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 3836. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 and the Truth in Lending
Act to clarify the application of prepayment
amounts on student loans; to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. DEUTCH:

H.R. 3837. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require the Fed-
eral Election Commission to establish and
operate a website through which members of
the public may view the contents of certain
political advertisements, to require the
sponsors of such advertisements to furnish
the contents of the advertisements to the
Commission, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. DUFFY (for himself, Mr. KELLY
of Mississippi, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. HARPER, and Mr. LUCAS):

H.R. 3838. A bill to require the appropriate
Federal banking agencies to treat certain
non-significant investments in the capital of
unconsolidated financial institutions as
qualifying capital instruments, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Financial
Services.

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois (for herself,
Mr. POCAN, Mr. EVANS, Ms. LEE, Ms.
SLAUGHTER, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms.
NORTON, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Ms. MOORE,
Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. KHANNA, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. MEEKS, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr.
VEASEY, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Ms.
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms.
KusTER of New Hampshire, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Mr. TONKO, Ms. ADAMS,
Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. WELCH, and Ms.
ESsTY of Connecticut):

H.R. 3839. A bill to address slow economic
growth and spur investment and develop-
ment in underserved communities across
America; to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and in addition to the Committees on
Education and the Workforce, Agriculture,
Financial Services, Small Business, Energy
and Commerce, the Judiciary, and Oversight
and Government Reform, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. POLIS (for himself and Ms.
SINEMA):

H.R. 3840. A Dbill to expand the use of open
textbooks in order to achieve savings for stu-
dents; to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce.

By Mr. ROGERS of Alabama (for him-
self, Ms. SINEMA, Mrs. LOVE, and Mr.
CARDENAS):

H.R. 3841. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to make certain multi-
vitamin-mineral dietary supplements eligi-
ble for purchase with supplemental nutrition
assistance program benefits, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.
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By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself, Mr.
JENKINS of West Virginia, and Mr.
YARMUTH):

H.R. 3842. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to reauthorize the
Healthy Start for Infants Program; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. SUOZZI (for himself and Mr.
FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 3843. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, with respect to bribery; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN:

H.R. 3844. A bill to restrict the authority of
the Attorney General to enter into contracts
for Federal correctional facilities and com-
munity confinement facilities, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. WENSTRUP (for himself, Mr.
CORREA, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. LANGEVIN,
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. HARRIS, Mr.
LAHOOD, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. ROTHFUS,
and Mr. SUOZZI):

H. Con. Res. 80. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that as-
sisted suicide (sometimes referred to as
death with dignity, end-of-life options, aid-
in-dying, or similar phrases) puts everyone,
including those most vulnerable, at risk of
deadly harm and undermines the integrity of
the health care system; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self and Mr. MCGOVERN):

H. Res. 537. A resolution promoting United
States national security and foreign policy
objectives through consolidation and
strengthening of the rule of law and respect
for human rights in the Republic of Azer-
baijan; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. BURGESS,
Ms. NORTON, Ms. WILSON of Florida,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. EVANS, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
MEEKS, and Mr. PAYNE):

H. Res. 539. A resolution calling for sickle-
cell trait research, surveillance, and public
education and awareness; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself and
Mr. KING of New York):

H. Res. 540. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of September 2017 as
“Campus Fire Safety Month’’; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. SOTO:

H.R. 3829.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. FARENTHOLD:

H.R. 3830.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. TAYLOR:

H.R. 3831.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

The Congress shall have Power To lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
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to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States;

To borrow money on the credit of the
United States;

To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes;

To establish an uniform Rule of Natu-
ralization, and uniform Laws on the subject
of Bankruptcies throughout the United
States;

To coin Money, regulate the Value thereof,
and of foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of
Weights and Measures;

To provide for the Punishment of counter-
feiting the Securities and current Coin of the
United States;

To establish Post Offices and Post Roads;

To promote the Progress of Science and
useful Arts, by securing for limited Times to
Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right to
their respective Writings and Discoveries;

To constitute Tribunals inferior to the su-
preme Court;

and Offenses against the Law of Nations;

To declare War, grant Letters of Marque
and Reprisal, and make Rules concerning
Captures on Land and Water;

To raise and support Armies, but no Appro-
priation of Money to that Use shall be for a
longer Term than two Years;

To provide and maintain a Navy;

To make Rules for the Government and
Regulation of the land and naval Forces;

To provide for calling forth the Militia to
execute the Laws of the Union, suppress In-
surrections and repel Invasions;

To provide for organizing, arming, and dis-
ciplining, the Militia, and for governing such
Part of them as may be employed in the
Service of the United States, reserving to
the States respectively, the Appointment of
the Officers, and the Authority of training
the Militia according to the discipline pre-
scribed by Congress;

To exercise exclusive Legislation in all
Cases whatsoever, over such District (not ex-
ceeding ten Miles square) as may, by Cession
of particular States, and the acceptance of
Congress, become the Seat of the Govern-
ment of the United States, and to exercise
like Authority over all Places purchased by
the Consent of the Legislature of the State
in which the Same shall be, for the Erection
of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards,
and other needful Buildings; And

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. DUNN:

H.R. 3832.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8—Congress shall create
all laws it deems necessary and proper.

By Mrs. COMSTOCK:

H.R. 3833.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (Power to lay
and collect taxes)

By Mr. CROWLEY:

H.R. 3834.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: ‘“The Con-
gress shall have Power [ . . . ] to make all
laws, which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into execution the foregoing pow-
ers.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 3835.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 3836.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. DEUTCH:

H.R. 3837.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 4, Clause 1 of the US
Constitution

The Times, Places and Manner of holding
Elections for Senators and Representatives,
shall be prescribed in each State by the Leg-
islature thereof; but Congress may at any
time make or alter such Regulations, except
as to the Place of choosing Senators.

By Mr. DUFFY:

H.R. 3838.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8, clause 1 (relating to
the general welfare of the United States);
and Article I, section 8, clause 3 (relating to
the power to regulate interstate commerce).

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois:

H.R. 3839.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. POLIS:

H.R. 3840.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Mr. ROGERS of Alabama:

H.R. 3841.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio:

H.R. 3842.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8: To make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.

By Mr. SUOZZI:

H.R. 3843.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8 of the Constitu-
tion, Congress has the power ‘‘to make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or any Department or Officer there-
of”

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN:

H.R. 3844.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Sections 1 and 8

—————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 29: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 36: Mr. STIVERS, Mrs. HANDEL, Mr.
ESTES of Kansas, Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. GRAVES of
Georgia, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. BRAT,
Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, and Mr.
MCCAUL.

H.R. 44: Mr. LOUDERMILK.

H.R. 113: Mrs. BusTOS, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
CAPUANO, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, and Mr.
BARR.
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H.R. 154: Mr. COSTA.

H.R. 216: Mr. ROE of Tennessee.

H.R. 227: Ms. McCoLLUM and Mr. DEFAZIO.

H.R. 241: Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 246: Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. NEWHOUSE,
and Mr. BUCSHON.

H.R. 392: Mr. LATTA and Mr. ESTES of Kan-
sas.

H.R. 411: Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 449: Mr. KHANNA.

H.R. 519: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H.R. 535: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. SMITH
of New Jersey, Mr. LOBIONDO, and Mr. ROSS.

H.R. 576: Mr. REICHERT, Mr. BARR, and Mr.
MEEHAN.

H.R. 586: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 620: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. DENT, Mr. McCLINTOCK, and Mr.
WESTERMAN.

H.R. 644: Mr.

H.R. 676: Mr.

H.R. 685: Mr.

H.R. 747: Mr.
New York, Mr.

H.R. 807: Mr.
vania.

H.R. 809: Mr. ROUZER.

H.R. 820: Mr. CORREA.

H.R. 846: Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. SIRES, Mr.
CONYERS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. HUNTER, and Mr.
JoDY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 855: Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 899: Mr. NORMAN and Mr. ROKITA.

H.R. 905: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 907: Ms. ESTY of Connecticut.

H.R. 909: Mr. ROYCE of California and Mrs.
MURPHY of Florida.

H.R. 916: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 918: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 936: Mr. BACON, Mr. TURNER, Mr. TED
LIEU of California, and Mr. KING of New
York.

HR. 964
FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 1017: Mr.

H.R. 1066: Mr.

H.R. 1148: Mr.

H.R. 1150: Mr.
souri.

H.R. 1159: Mr. HULTGREN.

H.R. 1164: Mr. EMMER, Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr.
ABRAHAM, Mr. BLUuM, Mr. KATKO, Mr. ROE of
Tennessee, and Mr. FLORES.

H.R. 1176: Mr. KEATING.

H.R. 1267: Mr. PAULSEN.

H.R. 1279: Mrs. BEATTY and Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 1292: Mrs. ROBY.

H.R. 1298: Mr. WELCH.

H.R. 1310: Ms. MENG.

H.R. 1357: Mr. COSTA.

H.R. 1406: Mr. ROYCE of California.

H.R. 1409: Mr. STIVERS and Mr. TAKANO.

H.R. 1438: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, and Mr.
CROWLEY.

H.R. 1456: Mrs. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. MI-
CHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. CAPU-
ANO, and Mr. SARBANES.

H.R. 1468: . COSTELLO of Pennsylvania.

. 1472: . NOLAN.

. 1515: . CRIST.

. 1539: . HARPER.

. 1575: . COSTELLO of Pennsylvania.

. 1649: . ELLISON.

. 1676: . KILDEE and Mr. RUTHERFORD.
. 1698: . GRAVES of Louisiana.

. 1699: . ROKITA.

H.R. 1730: . LOFGREN.

H.R. 1731: Mr. LOWENTHAL
DELANEY.

H.R. 1811:
O’ROURKE.

H.R. 1825: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. PAULSEN.

H.R. 1838: Mr. CRAWFORD.

H.R. 1847: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 1861: Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. LABRADOR,
and Mrs. NOEM.

H.R. 1865: Mr. PAULSEN.

NORMAN.

BEYER.

RYAN of Ohio.

WEBER of Texas, Miss RICE of
CRIST, and Mr. GROTHMAN.
MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-

Mr. KENNEDY and Mr.
YOHO.

O’ROURKE.

HOLLINGSWORTH.

YoHO and Mr. GRAVES of Mis-

and Mr.

Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr.
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H.R. 1889: Mr. NORCROSS.

H.R. 1911: Mr. HIMES, Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali-
fornia, Ms. LOFGREN, and Mr. PALLONE.

H.R. 2049: Mr. PALLONE.

H.R. 2077: Mr. COFFMAN.

H.R. 2095: Ms. MOORE.

H.R. 2147: Mr. JONES.

H.R. 2148: Mr. BUDD and Mr. MESSER.

H.R. 2193: Mr. DELANEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Mr. KINZINGER, and Mr. VEASEY.

H.R. 2225: Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. OLSON,
Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. LOBIONDO,
Mr. DELANEY, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. HIMES, Mr.
KING of New York, Mr. EVANS, Mr. HURD,
Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto Rico, Mr.
BYRNE, Mr. SMUCKER, and Mr. GIBBS.

H.R. 2228: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 2318: Ms. NORTON and Mr. BISHOP of
Georgia.

H.R. 2327: Mr. GOHMERT.

H.R. 2405: Mr. GROTHMAN and Mr. ALLEN.

H.R. 2408: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr.
HASTINGS, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York.

H.R. 2426: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 2436: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. KIND, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. WELCH, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. DEFA-
710, Ms. LEE, Mr. PoLIs, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms.
LOFGREN, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New
York, Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, Mr.
CosTA, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. TED LIEU of
California, Ms. NORTON, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
BisHOP of Georgia, and Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN
GRISHAM of New Mexico.

H.R. 2452: Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 2482: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. SCHNEIDER,
Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Ms. BASS, Mr. AGUILAR, and
Mr. REICHERT.

H.R. 2499: Mr. QUIGLEY.

H.R. 2513: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 2521: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 2556: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 2628: Ms. DELBENE, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, and Mr. ELLISON.

H.R. 26561: Mr. MESSER and Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 2666: Mr. COLE.

H.R. 2705: Mr. CRAMER.

H.R. 2719: Ms. DELAURO and Mr.
LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 2740: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr.
ROTHFUS, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. MULLIN, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. SCHNEIDER,
and Mr. FLEISCHMANN.

H.R. 2777: Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. CASTRO of

Texas, and Ms. ROSEN.

H.R. 2790: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, and Mr. SARBANES.

H.R. 2797: Miss RICE of New York.

H.R. 2811: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Mr.
MCGOVERN.

H.R. 2820: Mr. MOULTON.

H.R. 2871: Ms. MCSALLY.

H.R. 2895: Mr. PALLONE.

H.R. 2926: Mr. HiLL, Mr. LoOBIONDO, Mr.
GowDY, and Mr. SIMPSON.

H.R. 2954: Mr. LATTA and Mr. ARRINGTON.

H.R. 2976: Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. ROSEN, and Ms.
BONAMICI.

H.R. 2989: Mr. MEEHAN.

H.R. 2996: Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana, Mr.
GAETZ, Mr. WOMACK, and Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona.

H.R. 3011: Mr. DEFAZIO and Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 3053: Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. BUDD, Mr.
POE of Texas, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr.
CRAWFORD, Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mrs.
BLACK, and Mrs. WAGNER.

H.R. 3076: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3108: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 3152: Mr. PAYNE.

H.R. 3174: Mr. WELCH and Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 3186: Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 3227: Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 3248: Mr. SCHNEIDER.

H.R. 3269: Mr. PANETTA.

H.R. 3273: Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 3274: Mr. CARTER of Texas, Mr. BISHOP
of Utah, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SIMP-
SON, and Mr. CRAMER.
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H.R. 3275: Mr. TONKO and Mr. PANETTA.

H.R. 3312: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr.
BUCSHON, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. MAST, Mr.
SMITH of Missouri, Mr. RATCLIFFE, and Mr.
FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 3314: Ms. ESHOO and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3320: Mr. TED LIEU of California.

H.R. 3324: Mr. ROYCE of California.

H.R. 3325: Mr. FASO and Mr. SWALWELL of
California.

H.R. 3327: Mr. CASTRO of Texas.

H.R. 3329: Ms. ROSEN, Mr. BROWN of Mary-
land, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, and Mr. HOL-
LINGSWORTH.

H.R. 3333: Ms. CHENEY.

H.R. 3345: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 3363: Mrs. BLACKBURN.

H.R. 3368: Ms. BORDALLO.

H.R. 3378: Mr. LUETKEMEYER.

H.R. 3380: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico.

H.R. 3427: Mr. KHANNA.

H.R. 3513: Mr. WALZ.

H.R. 3520: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania and Mr. CARDENAS.

H.R. 3528: Ms. EsSTY of Connecticut.

H.R. 35648: Mr. ABRAHAM and Mr. McCCLIN-
TOCK.

H.R. 3602: Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, and Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 3606: Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. JEFFRIES,
Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. MOORE, and Mr. FOSTER.

H.R. 3621: Mr. GROTHMAN.

H.R. 3624: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Mr. SCHIFF.

H.R. 3638: Mr. YOHO.

H.R. 3671: Mr. NADLER and Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 3673: Mr. GALLAGHER.

H.R. 3679: Mr. KIND, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. PAL-
LONE, and Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.

H.R. 3695: Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. DEUTCH,
Ms. MATSUI, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. HECK, Ms. LEE,
Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. ROSEN,
Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 3711: Mr. ROKITA.

H.R. 3740: Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 3745: Mrs. BEATTY.

H.R. 3755: Ms. HANABUSA, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Mr. EVANS, Mr. BEYER, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, and Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas.

H.R. 3758: Mr. POSEY.

H.R. 3770: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Ms.
ESTY of Connecticut, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mrs.
BUSTOS, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. ROUZER, Mr.
WALZ, Ms. BoNaAMICI, Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. BosT, Mr. UPTON, Ms. MENG, Ms.
MATSUI, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. CRAMER,
Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, and Mr. SWALWELL
of California.

H.R. 3774: Mr. MITCHELL.

H.R. 3776: Ms. ROSEN.

H.R. 3784: Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr.
NADLER, Mr. COLE, Ms. ESTY of Connecticut,
Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. COOK, and
Mr. ELLISON.

H.R. 3795: Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 3815: Ms. NORTON, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr.
SoTo, and Mr. CRIST.

H.R. 3817: Mr. GROTHMAN.

H.R. 3822: Ms. TENNEY
LOUDERMILK.

H.R. 3827: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.J. Res. 61: Mr. NEWHOUSE.

H.J. Res. 75: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona.

H. Res. 15: Mr. GUTHRIE.

H. Res. 68: Mr. GROTHMAN.

H. Res. 220: Mr. PoLis, Ms. PINGREE, and
Mr. DONOVAN.
Res. 248:
Res. 257:
Res. 279:
Res. 342:
Res. 401:
Res. 433:

and  Mr.

Mr. NORMAN.

Mr. PoLIS.

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.
Mr. DONOVAN.

Mr. LIPINSKI.

Mr. GROTHMAN.
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H. Res. 495: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama and
Mr. LOBIONDO.

H. Res. 497: Mr. HUFFMAN.

H. Res. 501: Mr. ELLISON, Ms. NORTON, and
Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania.

H. Res. 507: Mr. ELLISON.

H. Res. 529: Mr. GALLAGHER and Ms. PIN-
GREE.

H. Res. 532: Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. ROGERS of
Alabama, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. HARRIS, Mr.
LAMBORN, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CARTER of Geor-
gia, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr.
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. BROOKS of Ala-
bama, and Mr. NORMAN.

———

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:
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OFFERED BY MRS. BLACK

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on the Budget in H.R. 3823,
the Disaster Tax Relief and Airport and Air-
way Extension Act of 2017, do not contain
any congressional earmarks, limited tax
benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined
in clause 9 of rule XXI.

OFFERED BY MR. BRADY OF TEXAS

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Ways and Means in H.R.
3823 do not contain any congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI.

OFFERED BY MR. HENSARLING

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Financial Service in H.R.
3823 do not contain any congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI.

OFFERED BY MR. SHUSTER

The provisions of H.R. 3823, the Disaster

Tax Relief and Airport and Airway Exten-
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sion Act of 2017, that fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure do not contain any con-
gressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or
limited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9
of House rule XXI.
OFFERED BY MR. WALDEN

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce in
H.R. 3823 do not contain any congressional
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule
XXI.

DELETION OF SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows:

H.R. 3005: Mr. O’HALLERAN.
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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Holy God, who causes wars to cease,
bring peace to our Nation and world.
Let that peace first begin in our
hearts.

Use our lawmakers to bring a spirit
of concord instead of chaos to our
world. May they set aside time each
day to be still in Your presence. Lord,
help them to know that time spent
with You is never wasted. Permit this
daily contact with You to motivate
them to exalt You in their lives, as
You use them to provide examples of
how people can live if they put their
trust completely in You.

Lord God of Hosts, continue to abide
with us in sunshine and shadows. And
Lord, be especially with the people of
Puerto Rico.

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SASSE). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

———

HEALTHCARE

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, last
night on television, we saw a stark
contrast between two different visions
of healthcare in our country. One is an

Senate

idea that is gaining increasing cur-
rency with our friends on the other
side of the aisle. Some call it single
payer. Others try to dress it up with
poll-tested PR labels.

No matter what you call it, at its
core, here is what it is: a massive ex-
pansion of a failed idea, a quadrupling
down on the failures of ObamaCare, a
totally government-run system that
would rip health insurance plans away
from even more Americans and take
away even more of their personal
healthcare decisions. The costs of im-
plementing it would be astronomical.
The taxes required to pay for it would
be sky high. Yet, after years of
ObamaCare’s failures—its higher costs,
diminished choices, collapsing mar-
kets—it seems this is the best our
Democratic friends can come up with—
not a new idea but quadrupling down
on an old one that has already failed.
What a contrast with the general ap-
proach Senators GRAHAM and CASSIDY
and many other Republicans have pur-
sued.

We think the American people de-
serve a better way forward—like re-
turning more power from the Federal
Government to the States where Amer-
icans actually live, allowing for re-
forms that can actually lower costs
and improve care, and actually moving
beyond the growing failures of a failed
law called ObamaCare.

As I said, what we saw last night re-
minds us of this stark contrast in vi-
sion. It is an important debate for our
country. It is one that will certainly
continue.

———

PUERTO RICO AND U.S. VIRGIN
ISLANDS RECOVERY EFFORT

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, on
another matter, we have seen all the
serious problems facing the people of
Puerto Rico and the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands as a result of recent hurricanes.
The damage has been terrible. The lat-
est hurricane was especially dev-
astating.

We want the people of Puerto Rico
and the islands to know that we are
thinking of them, and, more impor-
tantly, we want them to know that we
will continue to work with FEMA, the
Department of Defense, and the rest of
the administration to help in the re-
covery.

I expect we will hear more soon on
what additional resources will be nec-
essary in Puerto Rico and elsewhere in
the paths of the storms. The recovery
effort is certainly not going to be easy.
It is not going to be quick. But we are
here to do our part.

———
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

——————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2018—MOTION TO PROCEED

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the motion to
proceed to S. 1519, which the clerk will
report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 165, S.
1519, a bill to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, over the
last few days, three Republican Sen-
ators have publicly stated that they

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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will vote against the healthcare repeal
bill that may come to the Senate this
week.

In announcing his opposition, one Re-
publican Senator, JOHN MCCAIN of Ari-
zona, issued the following statement:
“As I have repeatedly stressed,
healthcare reform legislation ought to
be the product of regular order in the
Senate.”

Last night, Republican Senator
SUSAN COLLINS of Maine stated: ‘‘This
is simply not the way that we should
be approaching an important and com-
plex issue.”

She went on to say: ‘“The fact that a
new version of this bill was released
the very week we are supposed to vote
compounds the problem.”’

This should be the end of the Gra-
ham-Cassidy repeal debate. Republican
leadership should finally scrap this
one-sided effort to literally change the
healthcare system for America.

There was a hearing yesterday—the
only hearing on the bill we are about
to vote on. It was a lengthy hearing,
but it, frankly, did not entertain all of
the witnesses or any amendment proc-
ess so that Members could really have
input into the bill we are going to face.

The Congressional Budget Office is
supposed to tell us what this critical
legislation will do for America. It
issued a preliminary finding yesterday
that millions of Americans would lose
their health insurance and that those
with preexisting conditions, as well as
their families, if they could buy insur-
ance, would find it very, very expen-
sive.

At the end of this week, funding for
our Nation’s community healthcare
centers will run out, as will funding for
the Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram. Shouldn’t we be focused on reau-
thorizing those programs appropriately
in a timely way? Let’s allow the HELP
Committee, which is the committee of
jurisdiction when it comes to
healthcare, to do its work. I have faith
in two Senators—one Republican and
one Democrat—to do the right thing on
this. Senator LAMAR ALEXANDER of
Tennessee, a Republican, and Senator
PATTY MURRAY of Washington, a Demo-
crat, have proven before that they can
take complex issues such as Federal
funding for education and find a bipar-
tisan compromise.

What would America say if we an-
nounced at the end of next week or
even this week that we have a bipar-
tisan compromise to make healthcare
stronger in the United States, that it is
going to pass the Senate, that we are
going to send to it the House, and that
we are going to get something done
this year in the Senate?

First, most Americans would be
amazed and skeptical, as they should
be, but if we can prove that we are
going to do it, they would applaud us
for finally reaching a point at which we
do something on a bipartisan basis.

That was the process that was under-
way until last week. Senator ALEX-
ANDER was given orders by the leader-
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ship: Step back. Let’s vote on Graham-
Cassidy. Don’t do anything more on a
bipartisan basis.

Well, this is the week for that vote,
and I hope it is the week in which that
vote ends in the basic defeat of the ap-
proach and a return to bipartisan com-
promise and bipartisan negotiation.

I don’t know what it will take for the
Republicans in the Senate and the
House to end this never-ending crusade
against so-called ObamaCare. They
have voted 50, 60, 70 times. We know
how they feel about it, but the Amer-
ican people have said to them: It is not
enough to oppose ObamacCare; give us a
better alternative. And that is where
they have stumbled each time.

Over the weekend, rather than mak-
ing improvements to fix what is wrong
with their bill, many Republicans dou-
bled down in secret meetings, negotia-
tions, and with incentives that were
built into the newest version of the
bill.

The latest Graham-Cassidy repeal
measure would slash funding to the
States, decimate the Medicaid Pro-
gram, eliminate protections for people
with preexisting conditions, and basi-
cally throw our entire healthcare sys-
tem into chaos. A few special changes
were made for special States, but the
changes that have come to Graham-
Cassidy in the closing days have not
really changed the fundamental prob-
lem with the bill in that it diminishes
Medicaid coverage.

Medicaid is the health insurance pro-
gram about which most people say:
Well, that is for the poor people of
America. To some extent, that is true,
but it has reached far beyond that. Two
out of three senior citizens in nursing
homes and other institutional settings
rely on Medicaid for basic healthcare.
If the cutbacks in Medicaid take place
that Graham-Cassidy calls for, what
will these seniors do? What will you do
for Mom, for your grandmother, or for
your grandfather when it reaches a
point at which they cannot any longer
count on Medicaid to help them pay
their medical bills? Will American fam-
ilies have to step up with their own
savings? Will they have to look for al-
ternative settings to those in which
their parents and grandparents are
today? That is the stark choice Gra-
ham-Cassidy will create for many fami-
lies across America.

No one has had time to properly re-
view this latest proposal, in large part
because it was drafted behind closed
doors—no input from experts, no sup-
port from the medical community. You
would think, after saying it over and
over again, that the Republicans would
challenge the following statement:
There is no medical advocacy group in
the United States of America who sup-
ports the Graham-Cassidy bill. That is
the case in my State. The Illinois Hos-
pital Association, doctors, nurses, sur-
geons, pediatricians, and community
health are all opposed to this bill,
every single one of them, as they were
to the previous versions. It says some-
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thing when the bill to change Amer-
ica’s healthcare system is opposed by
the people who provide healthcare to
America. All of them oppose it. It is
that bad.

Republican leaders want to force a
vote this week. If that is what it takes,
then we have to move to that vote, but
I wish they would save some time. I
wish they would move to this bipar-
tisan negotiation I referred to earlier.

The Congressional Budget Office is a
nonpartisan agency that is supposed to
measure the impact of legislation so
that, before we vote on it, we know if
it is good or bad for the Nation and for
the people we represent. Here is what it
told us last night in a preliminary re-
view, but it has not had time to review
this bill in detail.

In a preliminary review, the CBO told
us: “The number of people with com-
prehensive health insurance . . . would
be reduced by millions each year.”

How in the world can we as Senators
make a proposal for the United States
of America which we know will take
health insurance coverage away from
millions of Americans—exactly the op-
posite of what our goal should be?

The CBO went on to write: ‘“‘Federal
spending on Medicaid would be reduced
by about $1 trillion.”

There are some Republicans, fiscal
conservatives who say that we have to
stop the growth of this program, but
none of them—not one of them—can
address the fundamental issue: Who
will then take care in paying for the
delivery of babies to low-income fami-
lies? Half of the children who are born
in my State of Illinois are paid for by
Medicaid. Their moms are taken care
of by Medicaid until the moment of
birth. What will you replace that with
if you eliminate Medicaid funding?

What about the disabled who count
on Medicaid as their health insurance?
If you are blind or face a serious dis-
ability, Medicaid is the answer for
basic health insurance for you. If you
are going to cut $1 trillion out of Med-
icaid, what will you say to those dis-
abled Americans who want the same
peace of mind that we all want in hav-
ing health insurance?

School districts all over Illinois and
all over the Nation receive Medicaid
funds to care for special ed students—
counselors, transportation, even feed-
ing tubes. If you take the money out of
Medicaid, what will we do for those
school districts that are trying their
best to give kids a fighting chance,
even those with serious disabilities?
That is the reality.

The CBO went on to write: ‘““‘Coverage
for people with preexisting conditions
would be much more expensive . . . and
could become wunavailable for many
more people.”’

This Republican proposal takes us
back to that moment in history when
health insurance was so expensive and
so hard to find—almost impossible for
those with preexisting conditions. Why
would we ever want to go back to that?
There is hardly a family in America
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who does not have someone they love,
who is part of the family, who has a
preexisting condition.

Let me remind those who do not have
that circumstance that you are one ac-
cident or one diagnosis away from
being part of this class of Americans
who wants health insurance even
though the health of those Americans
has not been perfect.

In sum, this bill does not do what its
authors say it will. They like to tell
the American public that States will
magically be able to cover the same
number of people and provide the same
level of benefits with billions of dollars
less in funding. The Governors—Demo-
crats and Republicans—have stepped
up and said: This is ridiculous. We can-
not be asked to accept the burden of
health insurance for generations to
come, while the Federal Government
continues to cut the money that is nec-
essary to provide that protection.

The CBO rejected the claims that are
the basis for this Republican bill. Since
the Republicans refuse to wait for the
CBO to complete its full analysis, we
have asked outside health experts what
they think the impact would be of this
legislation which is before us this
week.

Here is what they say: Within a few
years, this bill would likely rip health
insurance away from more than 20 mil-
lion Americans, including 1 million
people in the State of Illinois. In a
State of 12% million people, which I
represent, 1 million people would lose
health insurance because of this Re-
publican proposal that is before us this
week.

The average 60-year-old person in Il-
linois would see his health insurance
premiums increase by $11,700 a year.
Almost by $1,000 a month his health in-
surance would go up. Why? Because
they change a basic formula. In the Af-
fordable Care Act, we see that the dis-
parity in premiums charged between
the highest and lowest will be no more
than 3 to 1. They change the ratio in
their Republican bill to 5 to 1. It means
that those over the age of 50 and under
65 are going to see premium increases
estimated to be almost $1,000 a month.

By 2026, Illinois would see its
healthcare funding slashed by $8 bil-
lion. By 2036, this number would soar
to $153 billion.

Medicaid, which covers half of all
children in Illinois and two out of three
seniors in nursing homes, would be
decimated. Also, the Medicaid expan-
sion in Illinois, which helps us to com-
bat the opioid epidemic, provide cov-
erage for 650,000 Illinoisans, and bring
stability to our hospitals all across the
State, would be shut down.

Here is what the Illinois Hospital As-
sociation said about this bill:

Illinois cannot absorb additional financial
burdens and would be forced to reduce eligi-
bility, covered services, and payments to
providers. The magnitude of these cuts and
changes to Medicaid is staggering.

Let’s also review what this does to
people with preexisting conditions. The
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Republicans say that this is all about
giving flexibility to States. We hear
that over and over again. It sure
sounds nice until you realize that it is
a code word for there being massive
funding cuts and the elimination of
basic health protection.

In the name of ‘‘State flexibility,”
this bill would allow insurers to charge
those with preexisting conditions sky-
high premiums the moment they get
sick.

Under this bill, ‘““‘State flexibility”’
means reimposing annual and lifetime
limits on patients, including infants
who are born with serious medical
problems.

Under TrumpCare, ‘‘State flexi-
bility’’ means charging Americans over
the age of 50 up to five times more than
younger people. That is exactly why
the American Association of Retired
Persons, the AARP, has steadfastly op-
posed these Republican changes.

To my Republican friends, ‘‘State
flexibility’’ means tossing out essential
health benefits, which is the guarantee
that your insurance will cover the
basic services your family may need—
prescription drugs, maternity care,
mental health and addiction treat-
ment.

I spoke to one of my Republican col-
leagues the other day and asked: What
are you driving at here? Are you saying
that we can reduce the cost of health
insurance if we give people the option
of saying that they will not buy cov-
erage for mental illness and substance
abuse treatment?

He said: Yes, that is one thing they
can do.

I said: Then what happens next
month when you discover that your
daughter, a sophomore in high school,
is now taking opioids and may move to
heroin next? You want to intervene.
You want to do it, but now you have to
pay out of pocket because you didn’t
buy the essential coverage of mental
illness and substance abuse treatment.

It is a shortsighted game to reduce
premiums and give up basic essential
benefits, but that is what Republicans
propose. That is why this measure is
opposed by every major medical pro-
vider and patient organization nation-
wide: AARP, the American Hospital
Association, the American Medical As-
sociation, the American Academy of
Pediatrics, nurses, disability groups,
the American Heart Association, the
American Lung Association, the Amer-
ican Diabetes Association, and the Alz-
heimer’s Association—the list goes on
and on. But guess who also came out in
opposition to this bill? Insurance com-
missioners and Medicaid directors.
These are the officials who would actu-
ally have to implement these cuts.
They agree with the Congressional
Budget Office that you can’t slash the
healthcare budget by 20 to 30 percent
and expect that States will have ‘‘flexi-
bility”’ to make up the difference. The
bipartisan association representing
every Medicaid director in the coun-
try—every one of them-—stated that
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Medicaid cuts would ‘‘constitute the

largest transfer of financial risk from

the federal government to the states in
our country’s history.”

Show me a State that can cover as
many people with the same benefits if
one-third of the money is taken away.
That is what the Republican bill does.

Here is what Governor Sandoval, a
Republican Governor in Nevada, said:

Flexibility with reduced funding is a false
choice. . . . I will not pit seniors, children,
families, the mentally ill, hospitals, care
providers, or any other Nevadan against each
other because of cuts to Nevada’s health sys-
tem proposed by Graham-Cassidy.

This is a Governor speaking in the
same clear terms as Governors of both
political parties about the impossible
dilemma that would be created by this
bill.

Enough is enough. The law that we
passed, the Affordable Care Act, helped
20 million people get health coverage.
People with preexisting conditions
were finally protected. Women are no
longer discriminated against when it
comes to health insurance. Americans
get free preventive healthcare, such as
cancer screenings. Is it a perfect law?
Not by any means, but at 3 percent of
the individual market, we need to do
better, and we can. We need to improve
that market.

First, the Trump administration
must do its best to help us, not hurt
healthcare in America. If they are set-
ting out to sabotage this healthcare
system, they can do it, but I hope they
will not. The President will not suffer
if they do, but a lot of innocent Amer-
ican families will. It will make it hard-
er for people to enroll in insurance
groups. It will slash funding for out-
reach. It will actively discourage insur-
ers to offer health plans to individuals.

Mr. President, I am going to yield
the floor to the Democratic leader.

In closing, I ask unanimous consent
that the September 22, 2017, article in
the New Yorker by Dr. Atul Gawande
be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the New Yorker, Sept. 22, 2017]

IF THE U.S. ADOPTS THE G.O.P.’s HEALTH-
CARE BILL, IT WOULD BE AN ACT OF MASS
SUICIDE

(By Atul Gawande)

The fundamental thing to understand
about Senate Republicans’ latest attempt to
repeal Obamacare is that the bill under con-
sideration would not just undo the Afford-
able Care Act—it would also end Medicaid as
we know it and our federal government’s
half-century commitment to closing the
country’s yawning gaps in health coverage.
And it would do so without putting in place
any credible resources or policies to replace
the system it is overturning. If our country
enacts this bill, it would be an act of mass
suicide.

In my surgery practice in Boston, I see pri-
marily cancer patients. When I started out,
in 2003, at least one in ten of my patients was
uninsured. Others, who had insurance, would
discover in the course of their treatment
that their policies had annual or lifetime
caps that wouldn’t cover their costs, or that
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they would face unaffordable premiums
going forward because they now had a pre-
existing condition. When he was governor of
Massachusetts, it was Mitt Romney, a con-
servative, who brought Republicans and
Democrats together to make a viable state
system of near-universal coverage. That sys-
tem then served as a model for the A.C.A.
The results have been clear: increases in cov-
erage have markedly improved people’s ac-
cess to care and their health. For the last
four years, health-care costs in Massachu-
setts have risen more slowly than the na-
tional average—while the national numbers
themselves have been at historic lows. I have
not seen a single uninsured patient—zero—in
a decade. And now comes an utterly reckless
piece of legislation that would destroy these
gains.

To review how we got to this point: last
spring, the House passed a health-care-re-
form bill that proposed to hollow out the
A.C.A.’s funding, insurance mandates, and
protections for people with pre-existing con-
ditions. It was immensely unpopular with
the public. The problem was not just that
twenty-three million Americans would lose
their health insurance if the bill becomes
law but also the Republicans’ vision of a
health system where insurance with
deductibles of five thousand dollars and
more, and little or no primary-care coverage,
would become the norm.

This summer, Senate Republicans failed to
secure enough votes to pass a modified
version of the House bill. Later, in a dra-
matic late-night session, the Senate also re-
jected, by a single vote, a ‘‘skinny” repeal
bill. That bill would have repealed only the
parts of the A.C.A. that required large busi-
nesses to insure their workers and all Ameri-
cans to carry coverage. It would have re-
sulted in a mere sixteen million more unin-
sured people, according to estimates.

The Republican bill currently being rushed
to a vote was put forward by a group of sen-
ators led by Lindsey Graham, of South Caro-
lina, and Bill Cassidy, of Louisiana. As has
become the apparent rule for Republican
health-care bills, there have been no hear-
ings or committee reviews of the Graham-
Cassidy bill. And, this time, lawmakers and
the public do not even have a Congressional
Budget Office analysis of the effects the bill
would have on the budget, insurance costs,
or the uninsured rate.

This is unprecedented: senators are moving
ahead with a vote on a bill that would alter
the health care of every American family
and the condition of a sixth of our entire
economy, without waiting to hear any offi-
cial, independent estimates of the con-
sequences. The irresponsibility is as blithe as
it is breathtaking. Before becoming a sen-
ator, Cassidy spent twenty-five years work-
ing as a physician in hospitals devoted to the
uninsured. I find it baffling that a person
with his experience would not recognize the
danger of this bill. But here we are.

The Graham-Cassidy bill goes even further
than the bill passed by the House. It would
bring to a virtually immediate end not only
the individual and employer mandates but
also the whole edifice of the Medicaid expan-
sion, insurance exchanges, and income-based
coverage subsidies set up under the A.C.A.
Graham-Cassidy expects all fifty states to
then pass, and implement, alternative health
systems for tens of millions of people within
two years—with drastically less money, in
most states, than the current law provides.
This is not just impossible. It is delusional.

Like the House bill, Graham-Cassidy would
cut Medicaid payments for traditional en-
rollees—the elderly in nursing homes, preg-
nant women in poverty, disabled children,
etc.—by a third by 2026. A portion of the
money saved would go into a short-term fund
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for states to use for health-care costs. The
rationale is that this would give states
“flexibility’” to design coverage for their
residents as they see fit. But the amount of
funding provided is, by multiple estimates,
hundreds of billions of dollars below what
the A.C.A. provides.

The bill also nakedly shifts funds from
Democratic-leaning states that expanded
Medicaid under the A.C.A. to Republican-
leaning states that didn’t. Analyses indicate
that states like California, Massachusetts,
and New York will receive block-grant fund-
ing anywhere from thirty-five to almost
sixty per cent below the health-care funding
their residents would receive under current
law. Much of those missing funds would be
transferred to states like Texas, Mississippi,
and Wisconsin. And special deals to make
further shifts from blue states to red states
such as Alaska are being negotiated to win
votes.

As for what states can do with the funds
they do receive, they would not be allowed to
use them to enroll people in Medicaid, or
able to establish a single-payer system. And
states would not be receiving enough to con-
tinue Obamacare on their own. The only op-
tions for spending are for commercial cov-
erage. States will be permitted to let insur-
ers bring back higher costs for people with
pre-existing conditions and to reinstate an-
nual and lifetime limits on coverage. And
then, starting in 2026, the funding turns out
to only be temporary. Under the bill’s provi-
sions, unless further action is taken then,
four trillion dollars will be removed from
health-care systems over twenty years.

With these massive sums being flung
around, it is easy to forget that this is about
our health as human beings. The evidence is
that health-care programs like the A.C.A.
save lives. The way they do so is by increas-
ing the number of people who have affordable
access to a regular source of care and needed
medications. Such coverage has been shown
to produce a substantial and increasing re-
duction in mortality—especially among
those with chronic illnesses, such as heart
disease, cancer, or H.I.V.—in as little as five
years.

Virtually all of us, as we age, will develop
serious health conditions. A critical test of
any health reform, therefore, is whether it
improves or reduces our prospects of having
the continuous care and medicines we need
when we come to have a chronic illness. The
Graham-Cassidy bill fails this test. It will
terminate Medicaid coverage and insurance
subsidies for some twenty million people.
The entire individual-insurance market will
be thrown into a tailspin. Federal protec-
tions for insurance coverage will be gone.

Every major group representing patients,
health-care professionals, health-care insti-
tutions, and insurers has come out vocifer-
ously against this plan. Governors from
Alaska to Ohio to Virginia have opposed the
bill. In a highly unusual, bipartisan state-
ment, the national association representing
the Medicaid directors of all fifty states has
also opposed the bill. The top health official
in Louisiana, Cassidy’s home state, has op-
posed the new plan. There is not a single
metric of health or health care that the Gra-
ham-Cassidy plan makes better. This bill is a
national calamity. It should not even come
to a vote.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the statement
of A.J. Wilhelmi, president and CEO of
the Illinois Health and Hospital Asso-
ciation also be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
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[From the Illinois Health and Hospital
Association, Sept. 21, 2017]

THE GRAHAM-CASSIDY-HELLER-JOHNSON ACA
REPEAL PROPOSAL

(By A.J. Wilhelmi)

The Illinois Health and Hospital Associa-
tion opposes the latest Senate proposal to re-
peal the Affordable Care Act, which would do
great harm to patients, hospitals, the
healthcare delivery system, and our state
budget and economy. The Graham-Cassidy-
Heller-Johnson bill is even more damaging
than the previous Senate and House repeal
proposals. Not only will it result in the loss
of healthcare coverage for up to one million
Illinoisans, but it will erode key protections
for patients and consumers and will cut fed-
eral healthcare resources to Illinois by more
than $150 Billion.

IHA also opposes changing Medicaid to a
capped funding model. Illinois already ranks
50th in the country in federal funding sup-
port per Medicaid beneficiary. Capped fund-
ing would lock Illinois into low, insufficient
federal funding levels and shift costs to the
state.

Illinois cannot absorb additional financial
burdens that would be imposed on the state
and would be forced to reduce eligibility,
covered services, and payments to providers.
The magnitude of these cuts and changes to
Medicaid is staggering.

We were encouraged by recent bi-partisan
negotiations to stabilize the individual mar-
ketplace. The Graham-Cassidy-Heller-John-
son bill will do nothing in the short or long
term to create marketplace stability.

We urge the Senate to reject this proposal,
and we implore the members of the Illinois
House Delegation to oppose the bill if it
passes the Senate. There is a great deal at
stake for the health and well-being of the
people of Illinois.

Mr. DURBIN. Finally, I ask unani-
mous consent that the statement by
the National Association of Medicaid
Directors, to which I referred, be print-
ed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the National Association of Medicaid
Directors, Sept. 21, 2017]

NAMD STATEMENT ON GRAHAM-CASSIDY

The Board of Directors of the National As-
sociation of Medicaid Directors (NAMD)
urges Congress to carefully consider the sig-
nificant challenges posed by the Graham-
Cassidy legislation. State Medicaid Directors
are strong proponents of state innovation in
the drive towards health care system trans-
formation. Our members are committed to
ensuring that the programs we operate im-
prove health outcomes while also being fis-
cally responsible to state and federal tax-
payers. In order to succeed, however, these
efforts must be undertaken in a thoughtful,
deliberative, and responsible way. We are
concerned that this legislation would under-
mine these efforts in many states and fail to
deliver on our collective goal of an improved
health care system.

1. Graham-Cassidy would completely re-
structure the Medicaid program’s financing,
which by itself is three percent of the na-
tion’s Gross Domestic Product and 25 per-
cent of the average state budget. Like BCRA,
the legislation would convert the traditional
Medicaid program into a per-capita cap fi-
nancing system. All states will be impacted
by this change, regardless of their decisions
to leverage the Medicaid expansion option
under the ACA. It would also incorporate
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Medicaid expansion funding and other ACA
health funds into a block grant, made avail-
able to all states. How these block grants
will be utilized, what programs they may
fund, and the overall impact they will have
on state budgets, operations, and citizens are
all uncertain. Taken together, the per-capita
caps and the envisioned block grant would
constitute the largest intergovernmental
transfer of financial risk from the federal
government to the states in our country’s
history. While the block grant portion is in-
tended to create maximum flexibility, the
legislation does not provide clear and power-
ful statutory reforms within the underlying
Medicaid program commensurate with pro-
posed funding reductions of the per capita
cap.

2. The Graham-Cassidy legislation would
require states to operationalize the block
grant component by January 1, 2020. The
scope of this work, and the resources re-
quired to support state planning and imple-
mentation activities, cannot be overstated.
States will need to develop overall strate-
gies, invest in infrastructure development,
systems changes, provider and managed care
plan contracting, and perform a host of other
activities. The vast majority of states will
not be able to do so within the two-year
timeframe envisioned here, especially con-
sidering the apparent lack of federal funding
in the bill to support these critical activi-
ties.

3. Any effort of this magnitude needs thor-
ough discussion, examination and analysis,
and should not be rushed through without
proper deliberation. The legislative proposal
would not even have a full CBO score until
after its scheduled passage, which should be
the bare minimum required for beginning
consideration. With only a few legislative
days left for the entire process to conclude,
there clearly is not sufficient time for pol-
icymakers, Governors, Medicaid Directors,
or other critical stakeholders to engage in
the thoughtful deliberation necessary to en-
sure successful long-term reforms.

For these reasons, we encourage Congress
to revisit the topic of comprehensive Med-
icaid reform when it can be addressed with
the careful consideration merited by such a
complex undertaking—as we articulated in
our June 26 statement on BCRA.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, what
America wants is to solve problems,
not create them. The Graham-Cassidy
bill will create problems for every
American family. Let’s do something
right. On a bipartisan basis, let’s sit
down and work out improvements to
our healthcare system. Let’s stop the
partisanship when it comes to
healthcare. Let’s come together now.

We each have our grievances against
one another, one party or the other.
The American people are tired of our
grievances. They are expecting us to do
something positive. We can do it. Let’s
return to the bipartisan negotiation
process.

I think that Senators LAMAR ALEX-
ANDER and PATTY MURRAY, Republican
and Democrat, can lead us to a good
path to strengthen our healthcare sys-
tem.

I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

THANKING THE SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS

Mr. SCHUMER. First, let me thank

my dear friend and colleague from Illi-
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nois for his remarks. As usual, he is
one of the most articulate Members of
either side. He is also one of the most
thoughtful and compassionate, and I
hope people will listen to what he has
to say.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. President, I would also like to re-
spond to what the majority leader said
this morning on healthcare. My good
friend Senator MCCONNELL continues
to try and create this straw man be-
cause he has nothing good to say about
his bill. He wants to make this
healthcare debate about a false choice
between Graham-Cassidy on their side
and single payer on our side, but as
Senators SANDERS and KLOBUCHAR
made clear in an excellent debate last
night on CNN, Democrats have a lot of
ideas to improve healthcare. There is
not just one; there are many, and many
Democrats support a bunch of different
ideas. Each of our ideas, however, en-
deavors to increase coverage, improve
the quality of care, and lower the cost
of care. None of the Republican plans
achieve these goals. That is the dif-
ference.

The difference is that one side wants
to cut healthcare to average Ameri-
cans, increase premiums, and give the
insurance companies far more freedom,
and one side wants to increase care to
the number of people covered, lower
premiums, and provide better coverage.
That is the divide.

Our colleagues can’t stand and de-
bate that issue. They believe in letting
the market have more say. We have
learned that, left alone, the poor little
consumer against a big market gets
crushed in healthcare because there are
infirmities. It doesn’t work like an or-
dinary market for a whole lot of rea-
sons. So we are happy to have a debate
on the real issues.

Does Graham-Cassidy expand or re-
duce healthcare? They are rushing this
through so we don’t get a full CBO re-
port. I am sure my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle maybe breathed
some relief there. CBO said that costs
are likely to go way up for older Amer-
icans and Americans with preexisting
conditions under Graham-Cassidy.
They said that Graham-Cassidy would
reduce coverage by gutting Medicaid
and reducing subsidies that help Amer-
icans afford insurance. So there is, in-
deed, a contrast between the parties. It
is a contrast we welcome.

Every Republican plan this year
would cause millions to lose insurance
and costs to go up, whereas Democrats
are looking at many different ideas
about how to achieve the exact oppo-
site.

As my colleague said, we want to
work in a bipartisan way to improve
the existing system. Senator ALEX-
ANDER and Senator MURRAY have had
great negotiations. Once this repeal ef-
fort is dead and gone—this repeal and
replace—we are willing and eager to sit
down and come up with bipartisan im-
provements and do it in the regular
order, as some of our colleagues on the
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other side of the aisle have correctly
and courageously recommended. Let’s
do it in regular order.

Senators ALEXANDER and MURRAY
have had hearings, called in witnesses,
and have had a lot of bipartisan discus-
sions—just what this body is supposed
to do. Let’s realize that Graham-Cas-
sidy 1is highly unpopular with the
American people, doesn’t do what some
are saying it does, and cuts healthcare.
Democrats don’t want to do that, and
neither do the American people. Let’s
move on and try to make our system
better.

PUERTO RICO AND U.S. VIRGIN ISLANDS
RECOVERY EFFORT

Mr. President, the main subject I am
going to speak on today is that instead
of trying to take healthcare away from
millions of Americans, the Senate and
the White House should focus on a
much more pressing matter this week:
the desperate situation in Puerto Rico
and the Virgin Islands.

After suffering from the winds and
rains of Hurricanes Irma and Maria,
the island of Puerto Rico is completely
devastated. I can’t recall in my life-
time a hurricane wreaking such devas-
tation on any part of the United
States. There are 3.5 million American
citizens facing one of the gravest hu-
manitarian crises in recent memory.

Listen to these facts. Nearly the en-
tire island is without power. The re-
serves of gas and diesel fuel are dan-
gerously low; there may be a 20-day
supply left. I read in the newspaper
this morning that 80 percent of the
major power lines—the big trunk lines
that deliver power—are down. Without
power, just think of what that does.

The Governor of Puerto Rico said
last night that 40 percent of the people
on the island lack potable water; some
estimates say it is as much as 65 per-
cent. The food supply is dwindling, so
people are without food. Fewer than 250
of the island’s 1,600 cell phone towers
are operational. People can’t find their
parents, children, or relatives. There is
no way to reach them.

I remember the day of 9/11 when cell
phone service went out in New York
and I couldn’t reach my daughters.
This has been going on for days and
days and days.

The damage to one of the largest
dams on the island has created the
need for another massive evacuation,
but with 95 percent of the cell phones
out of service in that part of the island,
the evacuations have to be carried out
by officials going door-to-door to the
nearly 70,000 residents in harm’s way,
telling them that they have to leave
their homes. Worse still, the damage to
Puerto Rico’s roads, bridges, and ports
have isolated communities and delayed
the arrival of aid.

It is not hyperbolic to say that the
two storms together have set Puerto
Rico back decades. The damage is
apocalyptic. It is Biblical.

The situation on the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands is similar. Words and statistics
can hardly begin to describe the devas-
tation these Americans are beginning
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to grapple with. It has hit home. One of
my staffers couldn’t find an uncle, and
they found him dead on the Virgin Is-
lands last night. So it hits home to all
of us and to all Americans. Looking at
the pictures and the news reports, the

islands now resemble a war zone.

What we need to do now is provide
aid to Puerto Rico and the U.S. Virgin
Islands as quickly as humanly pos-
sible—water, food, power, shelter. They
need help and they need it now.

Here is what should happen. First,
President Trump must issue a full dis-
aster declaration for all of Puerto Rico.
Right now, 24 of the 78 municipalities
on the island are not eligible for FEMA
grants to rebuild their homes.

President Trump should also waive

the local cost-share requirement for
emergency funds so that Puerto Rico
can rebuild without having to worry

about falling even deeper into debt.
While our Nation’s Armed Forces—

and we salute our Armed Forces all the
time—are already assisting Puerto
Rico, more needs to be done. As the
most experienced part of our govern-
ment in the movement of food, water,
mobile power, and medical supplies,
the Department of Defense should im-
mediately determine what additional
resources and capabilities can be de-
ployed to aid Puerto Rico. If Secretary
Mattis hasn’t already met with the Di-
rector of FEMA, I hope he will do it

today.
Most importantly, the administra-

tion should prepare an immediate and
interim emergency aid request, and the
majority leader should put that pack-
age on the floor of the Senate before we
leave this week. Anything less would
be an abject failure of our duty to come

to the aid of our fellow U.S. citizens.
The administration submitted a re-

quest for Hurricane Harvey less than a
week after the storm made landfall. We
are rapidly closing in on that same
marker for Maria having hit Puerto
Rico. We need to move fast. We need to

move now. Lives are at stake.

This morning I saw that President
Trump had tweeted that Puerto Rico
was in ‘‘deep trouble,”” but relief efforts
were ‘‘doing well.”

With all due respect, President
Trump, the relief efforts are not doing
well. They are not close to good
enough. All any American needs to do
is open up a newspaper or turn on a TV
to know that Puerto Rico is not doing

well.

In his tweets, President Trump also
brought up the issue of Puerto Rico’s
debt. Now, that is a totally different
issue, and it pales in comparison to the
immediate humanitarian crisis faced
on the island.

Again, now is not the time, Mr.
President. Puerto Rico needs help from
aid workers, not debt collectors from
Wall Street. Yes, Puerto Rico needs
debt relief, but first they need humani-
tarian relief—water, food, medicine,
fuel.

But this fits a pattern of how our
President unfortunately responds to
natural disasters. He insists that relief
and recovery efforts are ‘‘doing well”
or ‘‘doing great,” and sometimes it has
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no relation to the facts on the ground,
as if this is a public relations campaign
and not a rescue, recovery, and rebuild-
ing operation. The time for tweets and

talk is over.

The American citizens in Puerto Rico
and the Virgin Islands need action and
results. The best thing the President
can do is to get all of the relevant peo-
ple in his administration together and
come up with an aid package and de-
liver it to us in the next day or two so
that we can pass it before we leave here
this week.

Again, instead of trying to take away
healthcare from millions of Ameri-
cans—that is what we are debating
now, and that effort seems to be in real
trouble—the Trump administration
and the Republican majority should
put an emergency aid package on the
floor before the week is out.

Carmen Yulin Cruz, the mayor of San
Juan, said earlier today: ‘“We need to
get our act together because people are
dying.”

The situation is desperate. The need
is urgent. It is time to act now.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk

proceeded to call the roll.
Mr. SASSE. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
FLAKE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. SASSE. Mr. President, until you
arrived to relieve me, I had been pre-
siding since the opening of the Senate
this morning, and I had the oppor-
tunity to listen to lengthy speeches
from the Democratic leader and the as-
sistant Democratic leader this morn-
ing. I would like to correct the record

on three brief items.
First of all, as is common, almost an

epidemic around here, there were re-
peated references to the Republican de-
sire to cut Federal spending on
healthcare for the poor and for the
sickest among us. That is simply not
true. It is an epidemic way of speaking
around here, where people act as
though, if you want to reduce the rate
of growth, that is actually a cut. The
fact that people in this body say it all
the time doesn’t make it true. No nor-
mal people ever talk that way. If you
are having a debate at your house
about your household budget and you
are spending beyond your means and
somebody proposes that next year you
should spend 30 percent more than you
spent this year, when this year you al-
ready spent more than you can afford,
and you have big debate and you say
“No. Actually, next year, let’s only
spend 15 percent more than we spent
this year,” that is not a cut. You will
still spend more money next year than
you will this year. Because you have a
debate about the rate of growth—that
is not the same thing as a cut. It is a
fundamentally dishonest way of speak-
ing, and we should stop doing it around
here.

September 26, 2017

The second thing that was said in
these speeches that I listened to is that
Republicans have a desire to give in-
surance companies more money. I
would love it if some Democrat would
come to the floor and explain why the
stock prices of all the big health insur-
ers in America have been through the
roof since the passage of ObamaCare
and why the big health insurance com-
panies are the people lobbying the
strongest to keep the current col-
lapsing ObamaCare regime in place and
actually asking for even more Federal
money for insurance companies.

It isn’t the case that the proposals
Republicans are making on reforming
healthcare are something for which the
insurance companies are cheering;
rather, the insurance companies want
to keep the ObamaCare regime in place
and add yet more tax dollars to it.

It would be great if we could have an
honest debate around here instead of
these sort of made-up stories that the
Republican plans are in the interest of
health insurance companies.

I will readily admit and have often
admitted to this body that the Repub-
lican Party has done a bad job of ex-
plaining what we are for in terms of re-
placing ObamaCare. We have done a
bad job, and we have not spoken with a
clear voice. But speaking for myself, 1
will say that I actually want to have
insurance play a smaller role in the
healthcare sector because there are all
sorts of things that we are currently
insuring against in healthcare that we
don’t ever conceivably think would be
a rational way to build an insurance
marketplace in other sectors. If you
think of property and casualty insur-
ance, for instance, we don’t have any
law that mandates that Allstate and
State Farm have to buy my gas and
schedule my Jiffy Lube appointments.
If they did, I submit to you that we
would all consume a lot more gas, we
would do it less thoughtfully, and we
would have Jiffy Lubes that are at the
wrong locations, open at the wrong
hours, with poor customer service,
with a lack of clarity as to what serv-
ices they are delivering and what qual-
ity metrics they have.

We don’t try to take in other sec-
tors—the entire sector and swallow it
by insurance. Insurance is supposed to
be insulation and protection against
catastrophic loss in the event of un-
foreseen, unpredictable, non-behavior-
ally driven events.

To be clear, I don’t think the Repub-
lican Party has spoken clearly and spo-
ken with one voice. But for this con-
servative vocalist, I actually want
American healthcare to work better by
making clear what things we want to
insure against and what parts of the
healthcare delivery market we think
might work better if moms and dads
and local doctors and nurses were more
empowered by having to mediate fewer
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of their transactions through the in-
surance space.

So while I am not in favor of cutting
Federal spending for the poorest and
sickest among us, I am in favor of hav-
ing a debate about how we get to a sus-
tainable growth rate, not  the
unsustainable growth rate we are on
that is going to bankrupt the next gen-
eration.

I am in favor of shrinking the
amount of money that goes to insur-
ance companies. The plans being de-
bated here on the floor tend to be de-
bates where a lot of the Democrats ac-
tually want to have a conversation
about how we can give even more
money to insurance companies. They
often have Orwellian names like ‘‘in-
surance marketplace stabilization
funds,” but make no mistake—what
they are really talking about is giving
more money to private health insur-
ance companies that have had stock
prices go through the roof since the
passage of ObamaCare. That is the sec-
ond falsehood in the speeches this
morning.

A third item on which it is important
to correct the record—and this is not
to pick on in particular the two most
powerful Democrats in the body; those
just happened to be the speeches I lis-
tened to this morning. We have a habit
around here of people saying a lot of
things that aren’t true. You might ask:
Why can you get away with saying
things that aren’t true? One of the
ways we get away with it is, just as I
am doing at this moment—I am speak-
ing to an empty Chamber. The Senator
from Arizona is here. He has the duty
to preside over the Senate right now.
But he is the only person in this Cham-
ber. So everybody at home watching on
C-SPAN—I know the camera angle is
this wide, and so I am the guy on the
screen, but this body has 99 empty
desks.

One thing that is very common—and
was true of both speeches I listened to
this morning—is that there is no one in
the Chamber even though, as the
speeches are made, there is a lot of ges-
turing as I beat down this debate part-
ner, and I just one-upped you and I just
persuaded you. There is a lot of mo-
tioning and gesturing and fake rhetoric
that goes on around here where we try
to masquerade for the American people
and for the 50, 60, 70 people in the Gal-
lery right now. I see people chuckling
because they all know that it is true.
They are sitting in a body, and there is
no one here. Yet, when people come
and make their speeches on the floor,
they pretend they are winning some
grand debate, and then their commu-
nication staff rips apart the video and
sends it to the local TV stations back
home, where people get lots of credit,
as if they just won some big debate on
the Senate floor. And maybe they said
a whole bunch of stuff that wasn’t ac-
tually true, but there was no one here
to answer them because we are not ac-
tually debating big issues very often in
this body.
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There are a lot of theatrics and a lot
of charades and a lot of false delibera-
tion. But right now, I am speaking to
an empty Chamber, and both of the
speeches that I heard this morning
from the Democratic leaders—making
up stuff about what the Republican
healthcare proposals would do—those
were speeches all delivered to an empty
Chamber, even though the gestures im-
plied somebody was winning a debate
when that was happening.

Once upon a time—there is no golden
age in world history; we all live post
fall. But once upon a time, this really
was the greatest deliberative body in
the world. Two hundred forty years ago
when the Constitution built a system
of three separate but equal branches
that checked and balanced one an-
other, the Senate had a unique role.
The upper body of article I, of the leg-
islative branch, was a place where de-
bates were supposed to be long so that
you could forge consensus—70, 80, and
90 percent consensus—on issues, be-
cause people actually were in this body
actually debating real issues.

We are not the greatest deliberative
body in the world right now, and a lot
of people pretend we are. One of the
ways we get away with that is by
standing in here and pretending there
are a lot of people listening to our
speeches when no one is here. Again, I
am the third speech of the day in the
Senate today, and all three of them
have had an audience of zero. I submit
that most of today on C-SPAN is going
to have an empty Chamber with a little
ticker at the bottom that says ‘“‘wait-
ing for Senators to speak.” When the
Senator comes to speak, they are going
to speak to an empty Chamber, and
they are going to pretend they are win-
ning a big debate. It is not a useful way
to tackle the biggest public policy
problems that face our people and not
a great way to restore the Senate. We
should make the Senate great again.

Thank you, Mr. President, for the op-
portunity to correct these three items.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to
speak about the debate this week over
the Graham-Cassidy proposal with re-
spect to healthcare that is being con-
sidered by the body. I have high regard
for both of these colleagues. I serve
with each of them on different commit-
tees. I oppose the bill and want to talk
a little bit about why I do but more
specifically about an aspect of the bill
that I find puzzling.

It is no surprise to me that there are
many in this body who would like to
repeal and replace the Affordable Care
Act. When the Democrats were in the
majority for my first 2 years in the
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Senate, I often sat in the chair where
the Presiding Officer sits. I heard a lot
of people giving speeches on the floor.
I was in the Chair during an all-night
sort of filibuster by the Senator from
Texas about the repeal and replace-
ment of the Affordable Care Act. I get
that there are arguments about it.
While I support the Affordable Care
Act—I strongly did in 2010 and still
do—I do want to work with my col-
leagues to find solutions to improve
healthcare. There are differences of
opinion about it.

One thing I never heard during all of
the speeches that I heard, either as a
presider or paying attention on the
floor, was Members getting up and say-
ing they wanted to dramatically cut
Medicaid. That is not anything that
anybody has filibustered about. That is
not anything that people speak about.

When President Trump campaigned,
he said: I am unique on the forum right
now of all these candidates in that I
will not cut the Medicaid Program.
When the Senate started to consider
versions of the ObamaCare repeal and
replacement over the summer, after
the House acted, what interested me
was not the portions of the bill that at-
tempted to replace the Affordable Care
Act but the significant changes to the
Medicaid Program that were never ad-
vertised. There was never this discus-
sion: We are going to repeal
ObamaCare, and we want to cut Med-
icaid. It was always about ObamaCare.

I am puzzled, standing here today,
considering a Graham-Cassidy proposal
that not only would be a fundamental
change of repeal and replacement of
the Affordable Care Act but also con-
tains a very significant revision of
Medicaid that would hurt my State and
would hurt a lot of people I care about.
That never seems to be acknowledged,
and I am puzzled about why.

As to the Graham-Cassidy proposal,
again, I respect my colleagues, and I
think they are putting it on the table
because they think it would be pref-
erable to the current system. I don’t
question their motives. I was a Gov-
ernor, and the notion of block grants
and discretion and dollars back to the
State can be a good thing. Quickly, be-
fore I get to the Medicaid piece, the
problem is if you take the Graham-Cas-
sidy proposal, it takes the dollars that
are currently being delivered to the
States through the Affordable Care
Act, shrinks them by about $240 billion
over 10 years, and then eliminates
them. Even with the shuffling of the
deck on a block grant that might ben-
efit one State over another, you can’t
take $240 billion out of the system, in
my view, without making people’s pre-
miums go up.

The money that is being delivered to
States is largely delivered to help peo-
ple either get a tax credit premium or
pay out-of-pocket costs. If you take
that much out of the system over 10
years, people’s premiums are going to
go up. That breaks a promise of Presi-
dent Trump’s, who said that nobody is
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going
going
more,

to lose coverage and nobody is
to pay more. People will pay
if Graham-Cassidy passes, in the
short term, over the next 10 years.
Then, when all of the money expires
after 10 years, they will pay a lot more.
I oppose that.

Second, I also oppose the way this
bill treats preexisting conditions. By
allowing States to waive essential
health benefits, it might be technically
true to say that you could get a policy
even if you had a preexisting condition,
but the insurance company could say
to you: I will write you a policy, but
you are a diabetic; so the policy will
not cover insulin. Or I will write you a
policy, but you are a woman of child-
bearing age; the policy will not cover
maternity care.

If the policy doesn’t cover your pre-
existing condition, then preexisting
conditions are not protected. To my
read of the 141-page bill—which has
been revised a little bit, or so I hear,
since I got the most recent version Fri-
day to read it over the weekend—that
is exactly what States can do. Because
43 of 50 States did not protect people
with preexisting conditions before the
Affordable Care Act, handing this
power back to the States and allowing
them to waive these benefits, I think,
would jeopardize the tens of millions of
Americans who do have preexisting
conditions.

Finally, I don’t like the fact that the
current bill, as I understand it, ends
funding for Planned Parenthood.
Planned Parenthood doesn’t have a line
item in the budget. To the extent that
Planned Parenthood gets funding, it
gets funding for this reason: It provides
primary medical care to women who
are Medicaid-eligible, and they get
services at Planned Parenthood that
are Medicaid-eligible to be reimbursed.

Since Federal funding cannot be used
for abortion services, the defunding of
Planned Parenthood basically says
that if you serve a woman who chooses
to go to you for her primary healthcare
and she is Medicaid eligible, we will
not pay you for that service. That
seems, to me, to be wrong. If women
are choosing to go to Planned Parent-
hood, and they think that is the best
place to go for primary care, why
would we disable them and force them
to go elsewhere by disabling Planned
Parenthood from reimbursement?

All right. Those are some challenges
I have, but I want to get to the real
guts of my concern, which is the effort
to go after Medicaid.

The Graham-Cassidy bill—and it is
similar to the skinny repeal bill and
other bills that were on the table that
the Senate considered—goes into the
Medicaid Program that was passed in
1965, which was long before the Afford-
able Care Act—long before it—and it
puts caps on the program to restrict
the growth of Medicaid spending. The
estimate is that over the next 10 years,
it will take $1.2 billion out of Medicaid.
Yet no description of Graham-Cassidy
that I have ever heard a sponsor men-
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tion and no description of any of the
bills that have been pending on the
Senate floor say we are going to repeal
ObamaCare and that we want to go
into the Medicaid Act of 1965 and dra-
matically cut Medicaid.

Why is that never made plain as it is
a core feature of these bills? I would
argue, it is sort of the core within the
Trojan horse of the repeal of the Af-
fordable Care Act to go in and change
Medicaid. Yet it is never advertised
that way, and it is never explained.
You could have put a bill on the table
to repeal the Affordable Care Act and
could have left Medicaid alone. You
would have touched the Medicaid ex-
pansion that was part of the Affordable
Care Act, certainly, but you could have
left the core Medicaid Program alone.
Why was there an effort to both repeal
the Affordable Care Act and cut Med-
icaid but not to say we are cutting
Medicaid?

Maybe it is because, if you were to
say that, you would directly counter a
promise the President made, ‘I am not
going to cut Medicaid.” Maybe there is
a concern about, boy, we are taking
$1.2 billion out of Medicaid, and we are
about to come up with a big tax pro-
posal that might give tax breaks for
the wealthiest. We do not want to take
money away from a program that is for
the poor, elderly, disabled, or children
and then immediately turn right
around and increase the deficit by a
tax cut.

I find this to be the big mystery of
this entire debate, in that every pro-
posal that is on the floor makes mas-
sive cuts to the core Medicaid Program
even though it has nothing to do with
the Affordable Care Act. Nobody ever
acknowledges it, and nobody ever ex-
plains it, but I am here to both say it
is real and to challenge it.

Who are Medicaid recipients? I think
there tends to be a little bit of a mis-
conception about who gets Medicaid in
this country.

In Virginia, 50 percent of Medicaid
recipients are children. The proposal,
under Graham-Cassidy, calls for a $1.2
billion cut in Medicaid in Virginia over
the next 10 years and a $120 billion cut
in Medicaid nationally. In Virginia, 50
percent of Medicaid recipients are kids.
One in three births in Virginia—one in
three births every year—is com-
pensated by Medicaid. Two in three
nursing home residents are supported
by Medicaid. There are a lot of people
with disabilities in Virginia who are
supported by Medicaid. The home and
community-based waiver programs,
under the core Medicaid bill, support
nearly 50,000 Virginians in community
settings of their own choosing. Med-
icaid is also the primary payer for be-
havioral health services—mental
health treatment, substance abuse pre-
vention treatment.

That is what this bill goes after even
though that Medicaid funding has
nothing to do with ObamaCare, noth-
ing to do with the Affordable Care Act.
So reducing Medicaid spending by the
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$120 billion-plus over 10 years or more
in the out-years would not hand more
power to States. No, it would dramati-
cally limit the States’ ability to pro-
vide the kinds of services that are
needed by our most vulnerable—Kkids,
seniors in nursing homes, and people
with disabilities.

Later today, I am going to have a
meeting in my office with folks who
have communicated with me over the
course of this debate—really since Jan-
uary when I was added to the HELP
Committee. They are coming in to tell
me how frightened they are about what
will happen if Graham-Cassidy passes.

Samantha and Justin McGovern are
parents. They have a girl, Josephine,
who is 1% years old. They are from
Springfield, which is right here in
Northern Virginia. Josephine is about
18 months old, and she was very pre-
mature—24 weeks gestation. She was 1
pound 12 ounces when she was born.
That is the size of six sticks of butter.
That is how tiny this little girl was.
She was hospitalized, after her pre-
mature birth, for 407 days, across three
units, in two hospitals, in two States.
She is home and thriving now, but she
is supported by a ventilator 24/7 via a
tracheostomy, and she is fed primarily
through a gastrointestinal tube.

Her mother Samantha writes:

We are fortunate that we get to focus on
her health rather than medical crippling
bills. We estimate that her hospital stay
would have exceeded $4 million, and the cost
for her monthly medical expenses (baseline

. . not sick) is about $26,000 a month (if we
didn’t have insurance or Medicaid coverage).

Here is what she writes:

We are fortunate we have amazing private
insurance through our employer. However, if
it were legal to have annual or lifetime caps,
I don’t know what would happen to us. Part
of our Medicaid covers private duty nursing
so that we can sleep and go to work. Without
nursing, one of us would have to leave their
job, and there would be no way we could con-
tinue to live in our house [or pay our insur-
ance]. If there are caps and we lost our insur-
ance, we would depend on Medicaid even
more than we do now, and we would have less
coverage than we currently have, making it
virtually impossible for Josephine to con-
tinue to be followed by the doctors who
saved her life.

Basically, if [this bill] passes, life as we
know it could fall apart. I don’t know how
we would be able to support our daughter,
how we could keep her home and not in an
institution. She deserves to be home. She de-
serves to have every opportunity to thrive.

I met Rebecca Wood at a forum in
Charlottesville. She has a b5-year-old
daughter, Charlie. I met them in July.

Charlie’s mom says:

Charlie is five-years-old and loves
playing outdoors, live music, things with
numbers, and anything with animals. Charlie
was born more than three months early and,
as a result, is developmentally delayed. Cur-
rently, Charlie requires physical therapy
(PT), occupational therapy (OT), and speech
therapy. She has a . .. (feeding tube) and
wears orthotics. Affordable care is the dif-
ference between independence as an adult or
a permanent disability. Due to a three
month NICU stay [when she was born], Char-
lie would have exceeded her lifetime cap be-
fore she ever came home for the first time.
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Then, she would have been uninsurable due
to her birth being a preexisting condition.
Also, Institutional Medicaid paid for a large
portion of her NICU stay. Upon discharge, a
Medicaid waiver helps with out of pocket
costs and provides services that [our private]
insurance doesn’t cover. She would not be
where she is without any of these things. The
changes in the proposed healthcare bill
would cause Charlie to drastically lose ac-
cess to these services. Receiving healthcare
services is her chance to leave a life-limiting
disability behind.

The last story I will tell is of Eric
Young, from Norfolk, on behalf of his
son, Ethan.

Eric has major concerns about Gra-
ham-Cassidy. His son, Ethan, has what
is called heterotaxy syndrome, which is
an incredibly complex congenital heart
defect. There are seven defects that are
combined in this brave and thriving
youngster. Eric said that Ethan has
had two open heart surgeries and is
having his third in November.

Eric writes:

I anticipate his healthcare charges to sur-
pass the $1M mark before the end of the
year. It’s not an “‘if” for Ethan—it’s when.
‘““‘He”’ will have spent more on healthcare in
his first 2 years of life than most people will
during their entire lives. He’s the outlier.
But he’s exactly the type of kid that needs
protecting.

Dealing with such a critical issue when
your baby is first born is overwhelming—
having to worry about whether or not your
decisions to save your child will affect
whether he . . . [can] even obtain health in-
surance when he gets to be an adult is just
wrong.

Eric writes about the ACA, as Eric
works in the healthcare industry:

The ACA is not perfect—it needs to be
changed. I work in healthcare—so I have the
perspective of seeing it from my job and as a
parent. But, we need a real bill that is well
thought out, not something just for the sake
of passing.

I wanted to come and really just talk
about these youngsters. One out of
every three children born in Virginia is
able to be born in a hospital because of
Medicaid, and 50 percent of Medicaid
recipients are kids. If you were a child
and you needed a wheelchair, your pri-
vate insurance likely would not cover
it. If you get a wheelchair, it is usually
Medicaid that pays for it. If you go to
school and then you get an individual-
ized education plan and your public
school system provides you some serv-
ices, it is Medicaid that is usually pay-
ing the school system to reimburse it
for the services that are provided.

My wife used to be a juvenile court
judge, and this was the situation she
would face all the time with kids in the
court. It would be a heartbreaking sit-
uation, but there was an answer. You
would have teenagers who were work-
ing so hard to be successful—not in
court because of violating the law, not
in court because of trouble but in court
because their families were so dysfunc-
tional nobody could take care of them.
As a judge, my wife would have to
grapple with this: Where is this child
going to live? Who is going to help this
child get to school? This kid is trying
to succeed. Do I have to put the child

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

in a group home or institutionalize the
child because there is no family sup-
port there?

What my wife could do as a juvenile
court judge—and this happens all over
Virginia every day and all over the
country every day—is say: OK. The
child is capable of success, but the fam-
ily is dysfunctional. May I send a coun-
selor to the home? May I find an aunt
or uncle, and maybe with some support
of counseling, provide some stability so
this child does not have to be institu-
tionalized and can be successful? When
my wife would order that, it was Med-
icaid that was paying for it.

Medicaid pays for your birth, Med-
icaid pays for your wheelchair, and
Medicaid pays for the services a local
school system will provide so you can
have a life of independence. If your
whole world is falling apart around you
and you are doing everything you can
to succeed, Medicaid can actually pay
for counseling so you can keep it to-
gether and graduate from high school
and go on and go to college and be suc-
cessful.

Medicaid is advancing these chal-
lenged kids toward lives of independ-
ence and success. Yet the bill that is on
the floor before us would cut, by the
most recent estimate, $120 billion out
of Medicaid over the next 10 years and
more beyond. Why? Why is that not ac-
knowledged? Why would you use the
bill to cut Medicaid when all of the
rhetoric about it is that we have to re-
peal the Affordable Care Act?

I think the right answer to this ques-
tion is just staring us in the face, and
it was what we gave Senator MCCAIN a
standing ovation for in July when he
came back after getting his tough diag-
nosis. He came back, and he said: Look,
healthcare is just too important. It is
just too important. It is the most im-
portant expenditure anybody ever
makes. It is the biggest sector of the
American economy. It is the kind of
thing that keeps parents up at night,
worrying about what is going to hap-
pen to their children tomorrow or in 20
yvears, when the parents are deceased,
and they want to know the children
can have independent lives.

We just cannot afford to get this
wrong, and the answer about getting it
right is staring us right in the face. Let
the HELP Committee, on which I
serve—the Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions Committee—and let the
Finance Committee, which has juris-
diction over Medicaid and Medicare,
take up everybody’s ideas: the Graham-
Cassidy bill and BERNIE SANDERS’ bill. I
have a bill about reinsurance, but it is
so wonky it is never going to be on a
bumper sticker. I think it would be a
good bill, but I have not been able to
have a hearing on it.

Let the committees that are of a Re-
publican majority but with Democrats
who know some things about
healthcare take up these bills, hear
from the parents, hear from the hos-
pitals, hear from the doctors, and come
up with a bipartisan set of solutions

S6105

that will make healthcare better, not
worse.

We were on the verge of doing that in
the HELP Committee. We had 4 hear-
ings with about 20 witnesses. We not
only had committee members involved,
but Chairman LAMAR ALEXANDER and
Ranking Member PATTY MURRAY did a
good thing—they opened up a coffee be-
fore every hearing and said: Hey, if you
are not on the committee but you want
to meet these witnesses and hear what
they have to say, come and talk and
ask them questions. We had over 50
Senators participate. We were working
on a bipartisan bill and basically had a
handshake deal last week to stabilize
the individual insurance market for a
couple of years. In a deliberate way, in
a careful way, we considered Repub-
lican and Democratic ideas for improv-
ing health insurance.

Then, last Wednesday, the President
tweeted out, in working with the
Speaker and the majority leader, that
they did not want the bipartisan effort
to go forward. No. We have to push the
Graham-Cassidy bill—the bill that is
about the repeal of ObamaCare but
that also has within the Trojan horse
these massive cuts to Medicaid that
will hurt kids.

I don’t know why we had to set aside
the bipartisan effort. I don’t know why
we had to submarine the good-faith
work of the committee under the lead-
ership of a great chair and a great
ranking member. It is my hope that at
the end of the week, we will have de-
feated the Graham-Cassidy bill and
that we will go back to being the Sen-
ate we should be.

I will just say what I have said a cou-
ple of times on this floor. This is one
we cannot afford to get wrong. The par-
ents of these kids already have enough
to worry about. Why would we make it
harder on them? We do not have to. We
can be better than that. That is what I
ask we do.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CRUZ). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, the
Democrats talked this morning about
the Affordable Care Act and what the
reform efforts are trying to do and
what they are not trying to do. I want
to associate myself with the comments
made by my colleague, the Senator
from Nebraska, earlier today.

A 1ot of talk has been thrown around
about how the new effort would cut
Medicaid spending. As my colleague
from Nebraska mentioned, here in
Washington a cut is not a cut anywhere
else. But if you deal with the rate of
growth, if you raise spending only by
the Consumer Price Index rather than
the medical Consumer Price Index—5
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percent rather than 6 percent, for ex-
ample—then you are somehow cutting
the program.

We know that the program as it cur-
rently stands is unsustainable. I think
we all recognize that. So any efforts to
deal with and to allow Governors and
others at the local level to have more
of a say on how these funds are spent
and to gain efficiencies that way are
frowned upon. It is said that we simply
can’t do that because it would be cut-
ting Medicaid. That simply isn’t the
case.

Arizona, for example, has a version of
Medicaid called AHCCCS. It is done far
more efficiently than some of the other
States do it. That is because at the
local level they have been able to do
what local governments do best. The
government that is closer to the people
generally spends money more wisely
and finds efficiencies that the Federal
Government simply can’t find.

Let me mention that on the ex-
change, the Affordable Care Act dealt
with a couple of different things. It is
a so-called exchange where people who
can’t get insurance otherwise or don’t
get it through their employers will buy
it on either a Federal exchange or a
State exchange. Then you have the
Medicaid side. Let me speak for a
minute on the exchange side.

Arizona has been ground zero for the
failure of the ObamaCare exchange. We
have 15 counties in Arizona. In all 15
counties, if you are a family of four
and you are buying on the exchange,
you are paying more on average for
your healthcare premiums than you
are for your mortgage. Think about
that for a minute. You are paying more
for your healthcare premiums than you
are for your mortgage in every county
in Arizona. In some counties in Arizona
you are paying double. In every county
it is more, in some counties signifi-
cantly more, and in a couple of coun-
ties you are paying double for your
healthcare premiums—much more than
what you are paying for your mort-
gage.

I spoke yesterday with an elected of-
ficial from Arizona from one of the
rural counties. He told me that his
healthcare premium, which he simply
can’t afford anymore for his family of
four children, would have been $2,800 a
month. That is what it has gone up to.
It has doubled virtually every year. In
some counties in Arizona, we saw in-
creases of 116 percent. He owned insur-
ance prior to ObamaCare, was paying a
reasonable amount for a premium, and
had copays and deductibles that were
reasonable as well. But when the Af-
fordable Care Act came in, the promise
that you could keep your doctor or
keep your plan simply wasn’t the case.
His premiums have gone up, up, and up
until now; he has a premium of $2,800
monthly for his family of four children.

Keep in mind, as well, that there are
the deductibles on top of that. Were he
to use that insurance, by the time he
satisfies the family deductible, which
is about $12,000, he has paid—or he will
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pay if he has any medical issues—be-
tween premiums and deductibles, more
than $40,000 before the first insurance
dollar kicks in.

So when we hear from the other side
of the aisle that there is no problem
with ObamaCare, that the only thing
we have to worry about is, for some
people who have gained insurance, to
make sure they keep that—I agree we
have to make sure those with pre-
existing conditions have access to af-
fordable care. But when you have peo-
ple on the exchange who simply can’t
find affordable care and if they do have
a policy they can’t afford to use it be-
cause deductibles and copays are so
high, we have a problem.

The latest figures tell us that 155,000
Arizonans woke up this morning with-
out any insurance. Most of them had
insurance prior to the Affordable Care
Act, but then insurance was priced out
of their reach. So 155,000 people are
paying a fine to the Federal Govern-
ment because of their inability to find
affordable insurance. They pay that
fine, and they still have no insurance.
Tell me that is not something we have
to fix. We have to fix that. That is
what we are responding to here.

This notion that it is all hunky-
dory—keep with the plan—belies the
fact that 155,000 Arizonans woke up
this morning and said: We are paying a
fine to the Federal Government be-
cause we can’t find affordable care, and
still we have no care, and we are some-
how supposed to be OK with that.
Somehow we are supposed to wait until
we can find a solution for it all before
we address that specific situation.

I submit that we have to fix this.
People in Arizona and elsewhere are
hurting. Let’s stop with the rhetoric
that this is somehow a cut and people
will be left on the streets. We heard
that back in 1996 with welfare reform.
It was said that the Governors or oth-
ers at the local level couldn’t partici-
pate, couldn’t be in charge of this pro-
gram because people would be dying on
the streets. Guess what. Within a cou-
ple of years, the welfare rolls had been
cut in half. We are doing better, and
the Federal Government’s obligation in
that regard has been sustainable, un-
like the current situation we have with
the so-called Affordable Care Act.

I hope we can stop the outrageous
rhetoric on this and actually fix the
problem. Let’s fix the problem for Ari-
zonans who are hurting right now.

With that, I yield back.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

CFPB RULE

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, we have
the recent fake accounts scandal at
Wells Fargo and the massive data
breach at Equifax. I don’t think any of
us can go home and not hear, certainly,
about the Equifax scandal that we
found out about just a couple of weeks
ago. The massive data breach at
Equifax and the fake accounts scandal
at Wells Fargo drive home the fact
that so-called forced arbitration
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clauses have become almost unavoid-
able in everyday life.

Whether it is a credit card or a bank
account, whether it is a student loan or
a college enrollment, whether it is a
nursing home contract, your phone
service, or even—now far too often—
your job, you have probably signed a
contract that forced you to give up
your right to a day in court, usually,
without even realizing it.

Forced arbitration is a tool that big
corporations use to silence victims of
corporate fraud and corporate abuse.
These victims never get to tell their
stories to a judge or a jury of their
peers. Why? Because of the small print
in these contracts. Victims are pushed
into a secret process behind closed
doors, where corporations win about 90
percent of the time.

Over the past couple of weeks, I have
had an opportunity to hear from some
of these victims. Let me tell you about
George from Mentor, OH. George’s wife
suffered physical and mental abuse in a
nursing home, but George and his wife
have been denied a day in court. He
said the lawyers he reached out to for
help turned him away because they
didn’t think he had a chance fighting
against the forced arbitration clause in
his family’s nursing home admittance
agreement.

Any family who has been through the
transition of admitting a loved one
into a nursing home will tell you it is
a difficult time in the best of cir-
cumstances. Forcing these families to
sign away their rights is not only
wrong. It is dangerous. Typically, be-
cause of all the trauma of moving a
family member into a nursing home,
you are not even aware that you have
signed away your rights.

After the Equifax breach, my office
was flooded with calls from scared con-
sumers seeking help. Let me tell you
about another one. Bill is from Ham-
ilton, OH, which is at the other end of
the State from Mentor. He and his wife
are retired, and they worked hard to
pay their bills on time. He has had ex-
cellent credit, and this is the story of
millions of Americans. That was all
put at risk when Equifax allowed his
family’s personal information to be
stolen, along with that of 143 million
other Americans. It is pretty much half
of the country.

This breach was so huge and harmed
s0 many people that the company’s
CEO, Richard Smith, retired suddenly
today. Well, he will probably have a
very comfortable retirement. His com-
pensation was millions of dollars a
year. The millions of people he has
harmed will continue to struggle with
the mess that he left behind.

That is bad enough, but Equifax was
also demanding that Bill in Hamilton,
OH, give up his right to hold the com-
pany accountable in court if Bill signed
up for their credit monitoring service.
Do you remember, after the story
broke—I believe it was in July when
the executives found out about the 143
million Americans breached, or the 140-
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plus million Americans breached—that
a couple of executives sold some of
their stock. That is interesting. We
will see what happens about that. Then
it became public in September. So we
know that.

Now, we also know that Equifax,
then, to make it up to their customers,
said that they would give them a free
year of credit monitoring. A year ago,
I believe it was, when there was an-
other situation like that of a data
breech, Congress voted to protect Fed-
eral employees and to give them free
credit monitoring for 10 years. But
Equifax, generously—I believe some
used that word, but they probably
didn’t—gave the 1 year, but they had a
forced arbitration clause. It was only
because of a staff person on the Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs Com-
mittee, that CORY saw that they had
that provision in these contracts—this
free year of credit monitoring—and
Equifax decided to back off of that.

These forced arbitration clauses are
incredibly powerful. To understand
them better, big companies use the
small print not just against regular
families back in Ohio but even against
people who could afford top-notch legal
teams.

Gretchen Carlson, a well-known news
anchor, endured sexual harassment at
FOX but was prevented from suing her
employer by a forced arbitration
clause. She didn’t really know that or
hadn’t thought much about that when
she signed her contract. She wrote of
forced arbitration: It is ‘‘often argued
to be a quicker and cheaper method of
dispute resolution for employees’ but,
“instead [it] has silenced millions of
women who otherwise may have come
forward.”

The power of forced arbitration
clauses to silence victims has allowed
potentially millions of people to be
harmed by big banks and other finan-
cial institutions.

Let’s take another one, Wells Fargo.
In 2013, Wells Fargo used a forced arbi-
tration clause to silence a customer
who had accused the company of open-
ing fake accounts in his name. You will
remember that Wells Fargo opened as
many as 3.5 million fake accounts,
meaning they opened an account that
the Senator from Texas or that I or
others had not given permission to do
so. They opened accounts in people’s
names. Obviously, I am not saying that
personally of the Senator from Texas
and me, but they opened 3 million fake
accounts of customers who didn’t even
know these accounts had been opened.
They subjected their employees to
harsh sales goals. They threatened to
fire anyone who didn’t keep up.

Think about how much damage could
have been prevented if that customer
was allowed to take Wells Fargo to
open court 4 years ago, but they
couldn’t because of forced arbitration.

Well, Equifax pulled back its use of
forced arbitration clauses after the
public shaming of what they did, but
Wells Fargo seems to have no shame in
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continuing to hide behind arbitration
following scandal after scandal. You
will remember what Warren Buffet,
who is a major stockholder in Wells
Fargo, said: You rarely find just one
cockroach in the kitchen. Well, with
Wells Fargo, there was one case after
they said: This is it. Then, there was
another, and they said: Well, this is it.
Then, there was another one. We don’t
know what is next.

We know that many of the victims of
Wells Fargo’s scandal were service-
members. In 2015, Santander Bank ille-
gally repossessed cars from service-
members and, then, used a forced arbi-
tration clause to silence their claims.
So they are willing to go against serv-
icemembers, in the case of Santander.
Wells Fargo is willing to do it against
servicemembers. Wells Fargo is willing
to do it against up to 3.5 million cus-
tomers for whom they opened fake ac-
counts.

Servicemembers and all Americans
deserve to be protected from this shady
legal fine print. That is what the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau has
done with its new rule on the issue of
forced arbitration—a rule that some in
this body want to overturn.

It is despicable that Congress is try-
ing to cover for big corporations look-
ing to cheat consumers and overturn
this rule. Make no mistake. Voting to
overturn the CFPB rule about forced
arbitration is simply saying that we
support corporations’ ability and ef-
forts to cheat their consumers. They
simply don’t have their day in court.

The American Legion adopted a reso-
lution at its national conference last
month opposing repeal of the Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau’s rule.
They understand that the Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau did the
right thing to protect servicemembers
from forced arbitration.

John Kamin, assistant director of the
American Legion’s veterans employ-
ment and education division, said:
“Our membership has stated unequivo-
cally that we will not accept a future
where our military veterans’ financial
protections are chipped away to in-
crease the margins of the financial sec-
tor.”

Let me say that again: ‘“We will not
accept a future”—this is from the
American Legion—‘‘where our military
veterans’ financial protections are
chipped away to increase the margins
of the financial sector.”

The right to have your day in court
is enshrined in the Constitution that
our servicemembers fight to uphold.
The least we can do is to protect this
right for the women and the men who
protect our country—to protect this
right for the men and the women who
protect our country.

How can Members of this body, when
this vote approaches, if they support
the CRA to overturn the rule of the
CFPB, look those servicemen and serv-
icewomen in the eyes and explain that
they chose to stand with Wall Street
over these people who served their
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country and over their families and
over hard-working people all across
America?

It is our job to protect the people we
serve, not to protect Wall Street banks
and corporations when they try to
scam consumers. Big companies use
small print to silence the hard-working
Americans they have cheated.

When a resolution to repeal the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau’s
rule comes to this floor, I urge my col-
leagues to speak up for the people
whom we serve.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

HURRICANE HARVEY RECOVERY

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I am
particularly glad to see you presiding
today because I came here to report on
what you and I saw together in Texas
during this last long weekend. Unfortu-
nately, it didn’t feel quite like home—
not when parts of Texas battered by
Hurricane Harvey aren’t what they
used to be and not when so many cit-
ies, towns, and wornout faces don’t
look like they otherwise would.

As of this weekend, more than 8 mil-
lion cubic yards of debris still needed
to be cleared in Houston alone—the
Presiding Officer’s hometown and the
city of my birth. More than 800,000 peo-
ple have registered with FEMA for in-
dividual assistance. More than 24,000
hotel rooms are still occupied by vic-
tims of the flood. Fifty-two public and
charter schools sustained ‘‘cata-
strophic damage’” and are awaiting
funding for repairs. Worst of all, 82
lives were lost as a result of this ter-
rible storm.

One news story that stuck with me
came from Port Arthur, where the
mayor, Mr. Derrick Ford Freeman, a
man of truly steel resolve, can’t stop
yawning. Well, he is exhausted. He has
a good reason. He has been sleeping up-
stairs in his child’s second floor
bunkbed because, unlike some other
residents, he hasn’t had time to strip
the first floors of his house that flood-
ed to remove the Sheetrock, destroyed
furniture, and all of his personal ef-
fects. He has been too busy worrying
about others and trying to help pull
the pieces back together.

Mayor Freeman spoke of the smell in
his house at night. First, it is the
flood. Then, it is the mold. Then, it is
the mosquitoes. He spoke about the
challenges his community faces, and he
spoke about the more than 100 school-
teachers and 100 city employees in Port
Arthur who still did not have homes
ready to return to.

What Mayor Freeman was most wor-
ried about, though, is that people will
forget. Now, as other natural disasters
and news stories begin to occupy the
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coverage on television and turn peo-
ple’s gaze away from Texas, to Florida
and now to the devastation in Puerto
Rico, the mayor’s concern makes some
sense.

But I want to assure Mayor Free-
man—as I know the Presiding Officer
would, and as we would to our friends
in Florida and the east coast, who were
hit by Hurricane Irma, or our friends in
Puerto Rico, who were devastated by
Hurricane Maria—that we will not for-
get and that we will stand together to
make sure that the Federal Govern-
ment plays its essential role in helping
them recover and in helping them re-
store their lives.

But I also remember another civic
leader, Mayor Becky Ames of Beau-
mont, and what she said to me right
after the storm. Smiling, she declared:

We had a downpour; now we have an out-
pour. The outpour is coming right into our
city.

That is what we saw time and again.
Yes, the Federal Government re-
sponded. Yes, the State responded, led
by Governor Abbott and emergency op-
erations. Yes, the mayors and the
county judges responded. But the truth
is neighbors helped mneighbors. We
talked again. I sort of chuckle when I
think about the Cajun Navy, but our
friends from around the country, in-
cluding next door in Louisiana, came
to help pluck people off the tops of
their flooded houses and places of busi-
ness, and of course many people have
lent a helping hand.

I think it is best to combine Mayor
Freeman’s concerns with  Mayor
Ames’s optimism. In other words, we
need to make sure that outpour she
was speaking about continues. I know
the outpour hasn’t dried up places like
Friendswood, TX, where the Presiding
Officer and I helped Team Rubicon
clean up some of the houses that were
trashed by Hurricane Harvey. We
joined the Speaker of the House, PAUL
RyAN—and we are delighted he saw fit
to come join us in this effort—as well
as the chairman of the House Appro-
priations Committee and virtually the
entire Houston congressional delega-
tion.

We also know the outpour has not
stopped in places like Aloe Elementary
in Victoria, a school that was severely
damaged by the storm. There I saw sec-
ond graders get packages from their
counterparts in West Lafayette, LA.
The school may have temporary walls.
Certain classrooms and hallways had
to be cordoned off as the building con-
tinues, but these ‘‘Aloe-gators’—the
school mascot—are permanently grate-
ful for the help they are getting from
children from Lafayette, LA, and Cum-
berland Elementary in Indiana.

I think we owe it to these young-
sters—and the many other Texans we
met with in Victoria, Friendswood, and
Houston—to explain what we here in
Washington are doing to address the
storm, which, let’s not forget, rained
down more water—34 trillion gallons—
than any storm in U.S. history. I think
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they are wondering if we remember the
sheer scale of the disaster zone—an
area larger than West Virginia, Dela-
ware, and Rhode Island combined. We
want to assure them that the answer is
yes.

We have been working hard trying to
match the scale of the storm with an
appropriate congressional response.
Here are just a few of the ways in
which the Federal Government has re-
sponded:

First, the President—and we thank
him for his leadership and initiative—
issued a major disaster declaration
under the Stafford Act, which is the
trigger for the Federal Emergency
Management Agency’s, or FEMA’s,
public assistance grants to be provided.
This is, to be clear, not a handout.
Each State is responsible for part of
the cost. Secondly, the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers conducted infra-
structure assessments and assisted
with State debris management. Third,
FEMA has coordinated with the Amer-
ican Red Cross and other local govern-
ments to find and provide temporary
housing for the displaced.

As I said, these are just a few of the
ways the administration has been re-
sponding. I realize they are just on the
first step. That is why last week I led
a bipartisan letter, along with my col-
league in the Chair, calling upon the
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment to speed up allocation of re-
lief funds. We were able to appropriate,
and the President signed into law, a
$7.4 billion allocation for community
development block grants, or CDBG
funds, that Congress has decided are
appropriate as a downpayment on the
recovery from Hurricane Harvey. These
CDBG funds, community development
block grant funds, will help Texas com-
munities repair their infrastructure,
rebuild schools, and reopen the busi-
nesses that are integral to recovery. I
might add, given Texas’s contribution
to the national economy, it is really
important not just to folks in Texas,
this is important to the country that
we get our businesses back on their
own two feet, opening doors, and help-
ing contribute to the economy while
they continue to create jobs.

I am grateful to my colleagues for
moving with such dispatch in appro-
priating the funds. I know Congress’s
quick action can quickly be undone by
delays at the bureaucracy level. We
need to make sure that doesn’t happen.
On the State level, Governor Abbott
has announced the Commission to Re-
build Texas, which will be led ably by
Texas A&M System Chancellor John
Sharp. I met with Chancellor Sharp
last week in Texas, and he assured me
the commission will be traveling
around the State and working to
prioritize projects to help restore
roads, bridges, schools, government
buildings, and impacted communities.
The Texas delegation will be working
with him as we focus on our response.
I know we all look forward to working
with the commission and Governor Ab-
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bott in the months to come. It will be
months, if not years, before the recov-
ery will be complete.

One additional way we can help vic-
tims is through targeted tax relief. 1
want to highlight in this regard a non-
controversial section of the Federal
Aviation Administration reauthoriza-
tion bill that House Democrats blocked
yesterday. It contained a number of
disaster tax provisions, like those that
were passed after Hurricane Katrina,
that will help hurricane victims get
back on their feet. It is unconscionable
that the House minority leader held
that relief hostage to cater to the most
extreme elements of her own political
party. If we were talking about earth-
quake victims in San Francisco instead
of hurricane relief in Texas, Florida,
and Puerto Rico, surely she wouldn’t
be playing politics like she is now with
this important hurricane relief pack-
age.

Spearheaded by Chairman XKEVIN
BRADY, the legislation would have
helped victims keep more of their pay-
check, deduct more of the cost of their
property damage, and have more im-
mediate access to their retirement sav-
ings without penalty. It would also
have encouraged even more Americans
to generously donate to hurricane re-
lief.

It is imperative the House act a sec-
ond time later this week to overcome
the objection of Ms. PELOSI, to make
sure hurricane tax relief is delivered to
those in need on a timely basis and
without further delay. Shame on those
who would play politics with the sort
of relief the President and we have all
committed would be forthcoming in re-
sponse to these terrible hurricanes,
whether it is Harvey, Irma, or Maria.
The fact remains that Federal, State,
and local actors will have to continue
to work side by side to make sure
Texas is made whole again.

Colleagues, let’s keep Mayor Ames
and Mayor Freeman in mind. Let’s re-
member that those still recovering in
their communities and elsewhere need
and deserve our support. Let’s make
sure Texas resembles the home we all
have come to know and love following
this terribly devastating hurricane.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

———

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:37 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. PORTMAN).

——

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2018—MOTION TO PROCEED—Con-
tinued
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island.

HEALTHCARE
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I wish to
talk about the latest attempt from my
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colleagues on the other side of the aisle
to upend our health care system. They
have been trying to sell this as a new
and better health care bill, but in fact
they somehow have managed to come
up with something even worse than the
previous TrumpCare bills. It would re-
peal the Affordable Care Act, gutting
key protections for people with pre-
existing conditions and ending Med-
icaid as we know it.

I want to recognize some of my col-
leagues, however, on the other side of
the aisle who already stood up to this
effort, because no matter how many
changes have been made to gain the
support of Senators, this bill would be
devastating to every State, including
my home State of Rhode Island.

Senate Republicans are trying to
hide the impact of the bill, potentially
forcing a vote before the nonpartisan
Congressional Budget Office is even
able to publish a full score and analysis
of the bill, including estimates for how
many people would lose coverage and
how healthcare costs would be affected.

Late yesterday, we received a pre-
liminary estimate from CBO saying
that, similar to previous TrumpCare
bills, this proposal would leave mil-
lions more Americans without health
insurance because of massive cuts to
Medicaid. We will not see a more de-
tailed score for weeks. Yet the major-
ity is attempting to rush this through
in order to use budget rules that expire
on Saturday that enable passage of this
bill with just 51 votes.

Fortunately, a number of non-
partisan organizations are publishing
data on the latest bill, and they all
agree that this bill would have a simi-
lar impact as the previous TrumpCare
bills. Tens of millions of Americans
would lose coverage, State budgets
would be decimated, and costs would
increase—especially for those with pre-
existing conditions, who would be
priced out of the market entirely. Ac-
cording to one of these organizations,
Avalere, Rhode Island is slated to lose
$3 billion by 2027, and the cuts only get
worse from there. Medicaid would be
cut drastically, meaning our most vul-
nerable citizens would lose access to
health care, including children, people
with disabilities, and seniors.

Over 60 percent of nursing home resi-
dents in Rhode Island access care
through Medicaid, and half of Medicaid
spending is on these long-term -care
services.

It would become impossible to pro-
tect these programs from the cuts pro-
jected under this bill. In fact, States
would be forced to cut not only health
care but also education and infrastruc-
ture and other priorities to make up or
try to make up—and I think ‘“‘try to
make up” are better words to use—the
difference. This would be nothing short
of a crisis in every State in this coun-
try.

We have already spent so much time
this year having this fight—time we
could have spent working across the
aisle to improve health care, to end se-
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questration, and to ensure a stable
Federal budget to improve our econ-
omy.

In fact, after the efforts to pass
TrumpCare failed just 2 months ago,
Republicans and Democrats on the
Senate Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions Committee joined together in
a bipartisan fashion to come up with a
bill that would improve our healthcare
system and lower costs for everyone.
Significant progress on this effort has
been made.

However, by resurrecting this
TrumpCare debate, we are again on the
brink of voting on whether to kick mil-
lions of Americans off of their health
insurance. With this effort, Repub-
licans are taking our health care sys-
tem hostage again, as deadlines ap-
proach this week for finalizing insur-
ance rates for the next year. Health in-
surance commissioners and other ex-
perts have already said that the insta-
bility in Washington has caused rates
to increase. Yet my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle continue down
this destructive path.

What is especially egregious is that
in addition to the jettisoned ACA sta-
bilization efforts, we also need to ex-
tend funding for other critical bipar-
tisan health care priorities, such as the
Children’s Health Insurance Program
and the community health centers,
whose Federal funding expires in just a
couple of days. In fact, the Chairman
and Ranking Member of the Senate Fi-
nance Committee had come to a bipar-
tisan agreement to extend funding for
CHIP for 5 years, providing stability
and assurances for States and families
across the country. However, that work
is now on hold, just like the critical
ACA stabilization effort.

We must continue to make our voices
heard and show the majority that this
is not what the American people want.
They want us to work together to
strengthen health care, increase ac-
cess, and keep costs down. The enor-
mous outpouring of citizen opposition
and health care experts -criticizing
TrumpCare over the summer was a
very powerful statement about what
the American people—my constituents
and people across the country—believe
should be the path forward on health
care.

As my colleagues work to make last-
minute changes to the bill and conceal
the real impacts by refusing to hold
substantive hearings and rushing new
versions of the bill to the floor with lit-
tle or no warning, my constituents are
not fooled. They continue to write to
me, urging me to keep up the opposi-
tion to TrumpCare.

Just a week or two ago, I heard from
Barbara in Middletown, RI. Her mother
has Alzheimer’s diseases and relies on
Medicaid for long-term care. Her sister
has Down syndrome and has recently
been diagnosed with Alzheimer’s dis-
ease as well. She also relies on Med-
icaid for her health care. This new pro-
posal, just like the previous proposals,
would be devastating to Barbara and
her family.
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I urge my colleagues to really think
about who would be impacted by this
legislation. Whether or not you like
ObamaCare or voted for it 7 years ago,
this latest TrumpCare bill is not the
solution.

I will continue to oppose these efforts
and hope to work with my colleagues
to improve our health care system and
lower costs for everybody.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

PUERTO RICO AND U.S. VIRGIN ISLANDS
RECOVERY EFFORT

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it was 6
years ago that Tropical Storm Irene
tore through my home State of
Vermont, and I remember it like it was
yesterday. I remember going around
the State the next day in a helicopter
with the head of our National Guard
and reviewing the damage. We are still
trying to recover.

In the days after the storm, I came to
this Chamber, and I asked for the sup-
port that Vermont needed to recover
and rebuild. I remember with gratitude
that Republicans and Democrats alike
in the Senate, from across the country,
stood with the people of Vermont. I re-
member how much the calls of support
from Republican and Democratic col-
leagues meant to me.

Today, we have to do the same for
the people of Puerto Rico and the U.S.
Virgin Islands. More than 3% million
Americans—remember, these are
Americans—have seen their homes and
communities destroyed by the double
blow of Hurricanes Irma and Maria.
The destruction is catastrophic. The
details are still coming in.

The vast majority of Puerto Rico is
without power and remains in the
dark. At least 44 percent—almost half
of its people—are without potable
water, and some estimates put it even
higher. The vast majority of hospitals
in Puerto Rico are without power. The
food supply is dwindling. Cell phone
sites are down, crippling communica-
tion on the island. People can’t find
out what has happened to their fami-
lies. We are on the verge of a humani-
tarian crisis right here on U.S. soil.

President Trump, leaders of FEMA,
the Department of Homeland Security,
and the Department of Defense have all
got to act quickly. We have to put the
full force of the United States behind
these efforts, as we would in any State
where this might happen.

Earlier this month, Congress ap-
proved $15 billion in emergency funding
for disaster relief following Hurricanes
Harvey and Irma. As vice chairman of
the Appropriations Committee, I was
happy to support that. These resources
should be put to work in Puerto Rico
and the U.S. Virgin Islands as well. But
it is not going to last for long. This
money will run out within a couple of
weeks. We have to sustain our commit-
ments to rebuilding and recovering
from all of these hurricanes for the
long haul—not just in the continental
United States but in all parts of the
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United States, which include Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands.

I would ask the administration to
prepare an emergency aid request as
soon as possible. The Appropriations
Committee is ready to move on it, but
the Congress—the House and Senate—
should act very quickly. We have to
stand by each other in times of dis-
aster. When there is a storm, one of us
braces for it, and the others have to
help pick up the pieces. That is who we
are. That is why we act. That is why
we are Americans. We are the United
States of America—all of us. Now we
must make sure that we respond not
just in Texas, as we should, not just in
Florida, as we should, but in Puerto
Rico and the U.S. Virgin Islands. They
are part of our country.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. President, the Senate finds itself
today in a familiar situation: Deeply
partisan efforts to repeal and replace
the landmark Affordable Care Act have
hit a wall. By their own admission, the
Senate majority has, with their backs
against a wall and a looming deadline
to advance legislation by a simple ma-
jority vote, put forward one last-gasp
effort to roll back access to healthcare
for millions of Americans—not because
it is sound policy, but in an effort to
meet a campaign promise, regardless of
its harm to millions of Americans. It is
as irresponsible as it is dangerous.
These efforts put lives at risk. This
zombie project should be abandoned,
and we should get back to the con-
structive and promising bipartisan
work toward strengthening troubled
insurance markets.

Instead of working on a responsible
budget, or disaster relief for Puerto
Rico, Florida, and Texas, or on any of
the many pressing issues facing our
country, we began this week in a situa-
tion virtually identical to where we
were in July. In fact, it reflects the
state of the Senate for much of this
year, where policymaking has been re-
placed by partisanship and politics.

When we considered a healthcare rec-
onciliation bill in July, in spite of mul-
tiple drafts and a  go-it-alone,
hyperpartisan philosophy, the majority
leader was still unable to garner
enough support within his own Caucus
to pass a sweeping healthcare bill. I
joined with many Democrats to offer
motions to get the Senate back to reg-
ular order and have the appropriate
committees study the effects of these
policies on Medicaid beneficiaries and
those with disabilities, on women and
children, on seniors, and the most vul-
nerable, but Republicans voted down
those efforts and plowed ahead, seem-
ingly unaware or willingly blind to the
real-life impacts of what they were try-
ing to do. During July’s debate, the
Senate also considered multiple
amendments to rewrite the Affordable
Care Act. BEach of these amendments
would have caused tens of millions of
Americans to lose insurance and would
have made it harder for those with pre-
existing conditions to obtain coverage.
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When those amendments failed, the Re-
publican leadership attempted to fully
repeal the Affordable Care Act. That
did not work either.

Instead of learning from that painful
process, the Republican leadership
emerged from the August recess with a
new plan. Released just last week and
revised several times since, the pro-
posal of Senators GRAHAM, CASSIDY,
HELLER, and JOHNSON was intended to
revive the healthcare reconciliation
bill the Senate already defeated. Unfor-
tunately, their bill contains all of the
problems of previous versions and in-
cludes new, troubling provisions that

would fundamentally change
healthcare in this country for the
worse.

This Graham-Cassidy-Heller-Johnson
bill—just the 1latest version of
TrumpCare—would make dangerous
changes to our healthcare system re-
sulting in millions of Americans losing
health insurance coverage, including
Vermonters. In fact, based on previous
estimates, a provision in this bill
would cause 15 million Americans to
lose insurance and premiums to in-
crease by an average of 20 percent on
day 1.

This hasty proposal would allow in-
surance companies to charge seniors,
those with disabilities, those with pre-
existing conditions, and women more
for coverage. These are all discrimina-
tory policies that the Affordable Care
Act changed.

Like previous versions of TrumpCare,
this bill would end Medicaid as we
know it by capping spending in the pro-
gram and forcing States to cut eligi-
bility, benefits, or both. What is worse,
this new version of the bill would fully
repeal the tax credits and subsidies cre-
ated under the ACA and instead give
States inadequately funded Dblock
grants with no requirement that the
funding goes to those in need.

States like Vermont have done the
right thing. Because of Vermont’s Med-
icaid expansion, thousands of
Vermonters now have access to life-
saving health insurance and care. That
is never been more critical than now as
we continue to grapple with the opioid
crisis.

This latest Republican proposal
would hurt States like Vermont, sim-
ply for doing the right thing and ex-
panding coverage. In the latest version
of the Graham-Cassidy-Heller-Johnson
proposal, there seems to be no consist-
ency to how block grant funds are
divvied between States, leaving some
to conclude the formula is merely a
ham-fisted attempt to appease some re-
luctant Republican Senators to support
this measure. By 2027, all States lose
under this proposal as the block grant
funding created under this proposal
runs out. You cannot consider legisla-
tion of this magnitude, with such far-
reaching truly life-and-death con-
sequences, with no debate and no
meaningful consideration. This is not
the way the Senate, the greatest delib-
erative body in the world, should con-
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duct such expansive and impactful
policies. This is not the Senate that I
know and respect.

Yesterday, the Senate Finance Com-
mittee held the only hearing in the
Senate on TrumpCare. We heard how
devastating this bill would be for mil-
lions of Americans who depend on sub-
sidies to purchase health insurance. We
heard how reduced funding would force
States to choose what services to cover
for children, pregnant women, and
those with disabilities who depend on
Medicaid. Benefits like maternity cov-
erage or homecare will be at risk as
States choose to relax the insurance
requirements under the ACA. Remark-
ably, experts disagreed with the au-
thors as to what this amendment
would mean for those with preexisting
conditions.

One thing the hearing made abun-
dantly clear is that this sweeping pol-
icy needs further examination. The
Congressional Budget Office says it
needs at least a couple of weeks to
fully examine this proposal. How many
will lose insurance? How much will pre-
miums increase? How many will lose
access to health care? These are funda-
mental questions to which we do not
and will not have answers before the
majority’s arbitrary timeline is up.
The preliminary estimate released late
Monday by the CBO says that ‘“‘mil-
lions” of Americans would be unin-
sured as a result of the Graham-Cas-
sidy-Heller-Johnson proposal. What is
more, I have not heard from a single
health-related group that supports this
measure.

So why does the majority insist on
pushing forward? It seems they are so
intent on voting on anything that they
would have us consider an unexamined,
hastily cobbled together bill solely to
repeal th